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Executive Summary

The goal of this research was a nationwide study of the culture of prison inmate
sexual violence. The principal investigators, at the behest of the National Institute of
Justice, conducted a socio-cultural study of prison sexual violence in men’s and women’s
high-security prisons across the United States. A multidisciplinary advisory panel
composed of prominent scholars and correctional practitioners contributed to research
design and methodology.

This study’s qualitative methodology involved collecting interview data in
comprehensive, semi-structured interviews. These interviews allowed inmates to freely
express their subjective perceptions on sexual violence. The interview instrument was
culturally sensitive and pre-tested in men’s and women’s prisons. A systematic sampling
design resulted in selecting 564 inmate participants (408, men; 156, women) in 30
prisons in 10 States. Strict procedures protected the anonymity and confidentiality of
both the prisons in the study and the inmate participants.

Inmate participants were experienced in prison life. At the time of their
interview, 66.3 percent of men and 46.3 percent of women had served more than 60
months; 63.1 percent of men and 35.1 percent of women had served more than 120
months. Race and ethnicity was distributed across the sample as follows: 46.8 percent
black, 40.2 percent white, 9.9 percent Hispanic, and 3.0 percent other. Prior to their
imprisonment, 22.4 percent of male inmates, and 25.8 percent of women inmates self-

reported gay or bisexual relationships.
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According to the analysis, women perceived that 59.7 percent of the other inmates
in their prisons were gay and 11 percent were “on the down low” (practiced socially
hidden same-sex relations). Men inmates perceived that 14.8 percent were gay, and 27.5
percent were “on the down low.” Additionally, in their respective prisons, women and
men inmates were asked for their subjective estimate on homosexual behavior. Women
inmates perceived that 70.7 percent of inmates engaged in homosexual conduct; men
inmates perceived that 42.3 percent of inmates engaged in homosexual conduct.

Inmates were asked for their subjective estimate on sex-related prison
management issues. Sixty-six percent of men inmates and nearly 71 percent of women
inmates reported they were aware of inmate-staff mutual sex relationships. Collectively,
9.1 percent of men and women inmates reported they were aware of a case of an inmate
raped by a staff member. Among men and women inmates, respectively, 33.5 percent
and 28.2 percent indicated they knew of inmate-reported rape to staff. Nearly 38 percent
of men and 51.2 percent of women knew of false rape allegations against staff.

The analysis of the study related to inmate safety had qualitative and quantitative
findings. A majority of inmates reported that inmates’ safety—protection from physical
and sexual assault, was the personal responsibility of inmates, independent of institution
efforts to protect them. Regardless of these personal perceptions, 28.2 percent and 31.5
percent, respectively, reported that a correctional system’s policies and procedures can
protect them against rape. Men and women inmates reported on average that 56.8
percent and 62.5 percent, respectively, of correctional officers try to protect them against
rape. Five percent of women and 22.0 percent of men reported they were certain that at

least one rape occurred in an institution they were housed in their life-time experience of
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imprisonment. Nine percent of women inmates and 21.3 percent of men inmates reported
some worry or sense of threat caused by a potential rape. Inmates reported they did not
fear imminent rape. However, they acknowledged such behavior may occur.

This study conducted a culturally sensitive analysis of prison inmates’ subjective
perceptions of prison sexual violence. Prison socialization gave them a shared body of
cultural knowledge and rules of behavior on social-sexual conduct and sexual violence.

The qualitative analysis of hundreds of hours of interview data had six major
findings:

(1) Inmate culture has a complex system of beliefs and norms on sexual conduct. Beliefs
and norms in concert with numerous social and economic issues create multiple
interpretations of aggressive sexual conduct. Acts of similar sexual violence that occur in
one context may have a different interpretation in another context. Interpretation depends
on the pre-assault behavior of the victim, assailant, and other inmates’ perceptions of the
causes of the sexual violence. However, men and women inmates reported that prison
rape as they defined it did not frequently occur.

(2) Inmates reported they “self-police” the prison community in an effort to maintain
peace and social order.

(3) Inmates reported numerous protective social arrangements, such as religious groups,
recreation friendships, and support by older inmates, to facilitate safety from physical and
sexual violence. These arrangements also provide men and women inmates with social
and emotional support.

(4) Inmate sexual culture allows for inmates’ disagreement on the meaning of acts of

sexual violence in similar contexts. Some inmates may interpret sexual violence as rape
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while others interpret a similar act as sexual violence other than rape. A key issue that
distinguishes the meaning of sexual violence hinges on the response of a victim toward
an aggressor after the act of sexual violence.

(5) Prison inmates judge prison rape as detrimental to inmates’ social order. Prison
rapists are unwelcome in a prison community.

(6) While men’s and women’s prisons show differences in observable social behavior,
these prison cultures share a system of cultural beliefs, values, and norms. This shared
culture results in similar subjective interpretations of sexual violence.

This project led to research-oriented recommendations with practice-oriented
implications. Research recommendations would strengthen evidence-based practices.
Staff training should emphasize heightened awareness of inmates’ informal activities.
Interviews with inmates indicate that correctional officers disregard inmates’ informal
activity in dorms and cell blocks. Who inmates hang out with, why they hang out with
certain other inmates, social group composition, and so on, would give line staff direct
observational input on potential pairings of sexual aggressors and victims.

Interview data showed that scared or naive inmates may not participate in social
activities, such as watching television in a day room or playing cards. Rather, these
inmates and those who have previously been victimized may remain within close
proximity to their cells or bedding area in dorms. Victims of physical and/or sexual
violence may not use shower facilities out of fear of further sexual or physical attacks.
Line-staff observational training could enhance corrections officers’ abilities to observe
inmate social patterns. These direct, low-cost approaches to supervision would enable

staff to systematically gather information on social interactions. This information could
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be the basis of pre-emptive violence prevention and intervention. As a result of these
changes in observational behaviors, corrections officers would be more likely to identify
sexual aggressors resulting in these inmates being transferred to other housing units or
institutions before the violence occurred.

Interviews consistently reported that rapists are unwelcome in mainstream inmate
society, they have few companions, and their social life rests on the margin of inmate
society. These insights can be tested with formal methods of social network analysis. If
rapists could be identified through officer observation of the inmates’ marginal behavior,
institutions could devise pre-emptive approaches to identify and isolate potential rapists.

Observation data in concert with incident report information could provide the
basis of a formal analysis of inmate social networks. Inmates hang out with different
companions for different reasons. Some companions hang out for legitimate and
nonviolent recreation, such as playing cards or watching television. Other companions
hang out for illicit reasons, including physical, sexual, or economic exploitation of non-
combative inmates. While systematic observations can provide some information on
these groupings, the analysis of social affiliations from incident reports can be the basis
of creating a graphic visualization of inmates’ social interactions. Such visualizations
illustrate how inmates are linked to one another for particular reasons.

Interviews reported that debts were often a cause of physical or sexual violence.
Staff analysis of commissary expenditures matched against incident reports and staff
observations could identify inmates who are economic aggressors. This analysis could
also identify inmates who have no commissary expenditures. These inmates are at high

risk of borrowing goods from other inmates. Borrowing without repayment can lead to
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sexual violence. The act of borrowing itself puts a borrower in a passive position and
subject to others” whims. These whims may include sexual favors to repay debts.
Additionally, new inmates are given the opportunity to purchase commissary goods.
However, older inmates prey on new inmates. Aggressive inmates may steal goods or
conjure a manipulative relationship with new inmates. Such a relationship, interviews
showed, may end in sexual favors or sexual violence. This suggests that institutions
should regulate and carefully monitor new inmates’ commissary purchases. At this point,
incident report analysis and observation information would help staff find aggressive
inmates who steal from new inmates.

This research as well as previous studies of prison social and economic systems
shows that prison social and economic sub-systems are integrated. However, this
research shows that inmate culture—inmates’ learned and shared norms, beliefs, and
rules, have a strong influence on inmate behavior. Single innovations, such as additional
cameras or improved supervisory practices alone may not facilitate a long-term decrease
in sexual violence.

Interview data analysis had implications for the improvement of new-inmate
orientation. New inmates experience high levels of anxiety. Many new inmates who
have no prison experience reported that staff orientation leaders frightened them with
likelihood of rape inside the institution. Staff did not act to mitigate their fears and
worries about rape; rather, inmates said, they were told they would have to learn ‘how to
handle it.” Inmates reported that staff said sexual violence was part of prison life; some
inmates said staff told them that sexual victimization was part of their punishment. On

the other hand, when inmates entered the mainstream inmate population they did not
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encounter sex aggression or they were supported by older inmates or inmates they knew
from free society. Generally, inmates said staff “tortured’ them with threats of sexual
victimization. Only later did they find prison life safer than they had expected.

Data analysis shows that inmates’ level of worry about rape remains relatively
low over their period of incarceration. However, inmates hear gossip about rape
incidents or tales of egregious rape that happened long ago. Only after inmates are
socialized do they realize that what they hear about rape does not necessarily match their
direct experiences.

Inmate orientation trainers must provide a balanced account of sexual and other
types of violence. Trainers must never intentionally or unintentionally use the threat of
sexual violence to manipulate inmates and frighten them. Trainers must always reinforce
positive trends in inmates’ social life and in staff-inmate communication relationships.
Staff must always tell inmates that their fears and worries about rape will be taken
seriously. Inmates often said correctional officers disregard or discount or devalue
inmates’ concerns over sexual or physical violence. Corrections administrators should be
sensitive to the concerns of incoming inmates and train their staff appropriately to deal
with these fears. Staff should be trained in positive forms of communication. They must
learn how to express empathy toward inmates. They must learn how best to handle
anxious inmates and those whose fears of sexual violence are justifiably real.

Inmates reported that generally line-staff interact with them in a professional
manner. However, there are some who, inmates said, despise them only because they are
inmates or in some cases are known or suspected to engage in homosexual behavior.

Line-staff who inmates perceive to be fair and professional should train other correctional
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officers to engage in similar professional behavior. Institutions must make a concerted
effort to retrain professional corrections staff and reinforce the need for objective,
professional interactions with inmates. Inmate complaints about alleged homophobes
should be taken seriously. Obvious homophobic behavior by staff should be dealt with in
a serious manner. Abundantly clear from the data are the serious management
implications of poor staff communication and shirked responsibilities in supervising and
treating all inmates fairly and professionally.

Inmates said that reporting sexual pressure or rape to staff most often results in
the deterioration of a victim’s lifestyle. He or she would be locked down in
administrative detention while staff conducted an investigation. Some inmates said they
could be locked down for years or transferred to another institution, where they’d have to
assimilate to a new mainstream population. All the while, a sexual aggressor whose guilt
was not substantiated may be returned to general population. Institution practices must
design mechanisms that are not perceived as punishment for victims who report rape.

Women inmates reported that staff-inmate mutual sexual relationships are rather
common (as data showed). Inmates said that such relations, while bringing them
contraband or other material goods, erode their trust in staff; to paraphrase, ‘if we cannot
trust staff to obey the rules, why should we.” The erosion of trust becomes complicated
when staff-inmate sexual relations cause jealousy and strife among inmates. The data in
this study is clear: Women inmates know about sexual relations between inmates and
male and female staff. Financial rewards offered to staff and inmates may encourage

them to report violators of the sexual prohibition against sex with inmates.
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Overall, the data show that correctional, program, and administrative staff have a
limited understanding of the cultural and social dynamics of inmate social life. A more
realistic appraisal of the staff’s impact on inmates’ behavior and anxieties, coupled with
serious institution remedies for failing to meet professional standards would create a
more positive inmate culture, which in turn would contribute to long-term formal and

informal mechanisms to prevent sexual violence
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CHAPTER 1. HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVES ON PRISON CULTURE AND
SEXUAL VIOLENCE RESEARCH
This literature review analyzes eight decades of scholarship on prison culture,

prison sexuality, and prison sexual violence. Two complementary perspectives guided
the literature analysis. First, research studies’ contributions to the field of prison
sexuality and sexual violence were abstracted and key issues highlighted. Second,
particularly influential studies, such as Fishman’s 1934 and Clemmer’s 1940 research,
were analyzed for their historical influence on contemporary prison theory of sexuality
and sexual violence.

Research studies are reviewed by decade —1930s to 1950s; 1960s to 1980s; and 1990s
to 2000s. The history of prison sexual culture studies have focused on men’s prisons.
However, in the past 20 years the rate of women’s imprisonment has increased and so has
interest in women’s prison research. This literature review examines men’s and
women’s prison research but does so separately. There are three reasons for a separate
review of men’s and women’s studies. First, early and middle decades of prison research
were dominated by men’s prison studies. While today’s literature on prison culture
studies includes men’s and women’s prison studies, the core knowledge of prison sexual
violence derived from men’s prison research. Second, men’s and women’s prison studies
show an early emergence of gender distinctions. This gender-based distinction led to
significant interpretative differences for men’s and women’s prison sexual behavior. An
early gender distinction led to a tacit assumption between women’s and men’s prison
culture. Third, men’s and women’s prison research took different conceptual paths.

Men’s prison studies posited homosexuality and sexual violence as forces determining

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



20

the very nature of men’s prison culture. Women’s prison studies looked past sexual
violence and focused on the complexities of social relations.

Together these disparate but complementary studies lack a holistic interpretation
of gender-based prison culture research. The interests of researchers tacitly created a
dualistic, macro-level theory of prison culture distinguishing men’s vs. women prison
culture. Instead, the end product of this literature review will be an argument for a single,
macro-theory positing a single prison culture with gender-based behavioral variations.
Such a distinction becomes significant in sexual-violence prevention. A dualistic theory
infers distinctive forms of prevention and intervention. A single culture theory suggests
common prevention and intervention mechanisms adjusted by gender. The former would
be more expensive and complex to develop, given the lack of research in women’s prison
studies. The latter would be more economical and be able to exploit nearly 80 years of
research history.

Early Decades of Prison Sex Research

1930s to 1950s

Joseph F. Fishman’s 1934, Sex in Prison: Revealing Sex Conditions in American
Prisons, explored an area of social scientific inquiry few understood 70 years ago.
Fishman’s theoretical premise, although not specifically named by him, became known
as deprivation theory: incarcerated men, driven by the irrepressible need for sexual
release, and deprived of “normal” heterosexual outlets, engage in same-sex relations. He

distinguished between men who succumb to their need for sexual release and those men
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who are forced or coerced into same-sex relations." Fishman assumed that sexual
deprivation was the primary source of the ills of prison life.

Should you doubt that deprivation of liberty constitutes the real punishment to a

prisoner, imagine yourself living a first class hotel, the only condition being that

you do not leave the building. | am sure you would tire of it in a week. Then
imagine yourself confined there for from five to twenty-five years, and you can
get some idea perhaps of how monotonous and irksome incarceration becomes
even under the best of conditions. Fishman wrote: “but you are just one person.

Assume now that there are about two thousand of the same sex in the hotel with

you under exactly similar conditions, and that you see these same people, and no

others, day in and day out, month after month, and year after year” (p. 165).

His work gave a broad outline of the culture of prison sex, and a limited lexicon
of prison socio-sexual terminology. This was an important first step at recognizing the
interplay between verbal labels and social roles. He recognized openly homosexual men
known as “fairies,” “fags,” “pansies,” or “girls.” They exhibited effeminate traits, and
were common targets of sexual predation. The ascription of sexual proclivities to
physical characteristics became a dominant theme in prison socio-cultural research,
which continues to the present day (see Hensley, Tewksbury, and Castle, 2003). There
were “wolves” or “top men” who were predators who targeted fairies and younger

inmates of slight build perceived to be effeminate. Fishman considered the majority of

! Fishman’s concept of deprivation seems to derive from Freud’s 1905 exposition of sexuality in Three
Essays of Sexuality. Freud made the distinction noted here. He wrote that people derived of sexual
expression will resort to (his word) “intercourse” with members of their sex. Freud wrote: “under certain
external conditions—of which inaccessibility of any normal sexual object [exists] . . . they are capable of
taking as their sexual object someone of their own sex and of deriving satisfaction from sexual intercourse
with him” (Freud, 1905/1962, p. 3). Fishman may have misinterpreted Freud’s connotation of ‘normal.’
Freud’s intent was not abnormal or deviant as interpreted today. Freud’s technical use of normal would be
synonymous with ‘baseline,” as a baseline form of sexual expression.
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wolves to be formerly heterosexual men who were driven to homosexuality and sexual
predation as a result of sexual deprivation.

Fishman captured the social dynamics of sexual pursuit. He noted that wolves
may “court” other inmates, sometimes quite persistently and over a long period of time,
and shower them with gifts and favors, hoping to make the target into a “girl.”

They usually begin with a friendly offer to protect the newcomer, and to

see that his life in prison is made as easy as possible for him. This offer is

often gratefully accepted by the new inmate because he is not yet

accustomed to prison life. . . . The first advance is usually followed by

the giving of small presents, such as a box of cigarettes purchased from

the prison commissary. Unless the new prisoner has someone to ‘put him

wise,” assuming that he does not know the object of these advances, he

gradually slips into a position of helpless dependency on his self-styled
protector. When the final purpose of these attentions becomes known, and

if the object of them resists, he is very often threatened with physical

harm. (p. 84)

In addition to the physical violence often suffered by targets of sexual aggression,
Fishman emphasizes the moral degradation of becoming a “pervert” and facing the

physical harm he believed to be caused by long-term homosexual activity.?

2 Fishman refers to homosexuality as moral degradation. Freud did too, but Freud did not judge
homosexuality. Freud did not use degradation to infer moral degeneration. In the gentile time of the day,
Freud called homosexuals inverts and homosexuality inversion. Inverts, wrote Freud, “do not have a
compelling need for sex. Inversion and sex do not coincide. . . . outpourings of emotion . . . are
commoner among [inverts] than among heterosexual lovers” (p. 11-12). The association of prison
homosexuals with publicly displayed emotions (vs. the stoic image of the non-emotional heterosexual
male) appears often in the literature. Additionally, Freud wrote: “Several facts go to show that in this
legitimate sense of the word inverts cannot be regarded as degenerate: (1) Inversion is found in people who
exhibit no other serious deviations from the normal” (Freud, 1962, p. 4).
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Clemmer’s The Prison Community (1940) made a major conceptual contribution
to prison research by identifying culture as a topic of formal study:

. amore obvious principle is that the prison, like other social groups,

has a culture. “Culture” may be defined as those artificial objects,

institutions, modes of life or thought which are not peculiarly individual,

but which characterize a group and have both special and temporal

contiguity; or, in the oft quoted words of Tylor (1924 [orig. 1871]),% as

“that complex whole which includes knowledge, belief, art, morals, law,

custom, and any other capabilities and habits acquired by man as a

member of society.” Culture, therefore, is supra-individual. . . To

understand the culture of the prison, knowledge of certain fundamental

processes of human interaction is necessary. To the sociologist culture is

societal structure, and the social processes are functions. (p. 86-87).

The Prison Community exposed structures and functions of prison culture and
described the process by which inmates become socialized to prison culture, a process
Clemmer dubbed prisonization, a seeming analogy to anthropology’s concept of
enculturation. Clemmer saw prison culture as an amalgam of many influences: the
characteristics, norms, values, and knowledge brought into the prison from their previous
lives by a diverse group of inmates; the characteristics of the prison as an isolating and
segregating society; and the physical plant and organization of the prison itself, to name

but a few.

® Edward B. Tylor, 1924 [orig. 1871] Primitive Culture. 2 vols. 7th ed. New York: Brentano's. Tylor
proposed that cultural regularities were determined by general laws of culture rather than biological
determinism.
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Prisonization proceeded differentially for inmates. The unique interplay of social
forces and physical context influenced inmates’ experience. Thus, for example, an
inmate who, by sheer luck, got a work assignment that allowed him to remain relatively
isolated, and a cellmate who was not violent, predatory or involved in drug trafficking,
would be prisonized to a lesser extreme of prison life than another inmate whose cell and
job assignments forced him into closer contact with hard-core inmates. Clemmer viewed
these chance placements of cellmate, cellblock, and work assignment as the strongest
determining factors in the degree of inmate prisonization.

Clemmer devoted a chapter to prison sexual activity. Briefly, he views
homosexuality of any kind as sexual perversion, and men who engage in
homosexuality as either not having followed a “normal” course of male sexual
and emotional development, or else as relapsing due to the pressures unique to
prison life. These pressures include deprivation of normal heterosexual outlets,
but they also include: the relative promiscuity of the average inmate prior to being
incarcerated; ubiquitous sexual stimuli in the form of radio and magazine
advertisements; the focus on sex in prison argot and humor; and the disquieting
affect of the presence of inmates committed for sex offenses and inmates who are
openly homosexual.

Deprivation theory remained unnamed in Clemmer’s work. Nevertheless the
premise of socio-sexual deprivation was a core theme in Clemmer’s analysis of prison
sex. Unlike later uses of the deprivation concept, Clemmer did not consider deprivation a
crucial factor in shaping the culture of prison sex. “Without further elaboration it may be

stated categorically that sex yearning and lonesomeness for feminine companionship is
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for the great majority of prisoners the most painful phase of incarceration” (p. 256).
However, Clemmer specified that multiple forces shaped prison culture.

. we have a population of adult males whose previous sex experiences
have been wide and generally not restricted. They are unhappy for many
reasons. A high degree of yearning for the body of woman engulfs them.
They are living together in cramped quarters and are bombarded on every
hand by stimuli of a sex nature in newspapers, radio, magazines, and
books. In their communication with each other sex topics become an
important subject. They are in contact with individuals who are sexually
abnormal and were sexually abnormal before they came to prison. Also,
about 6 per cent of the population have been sentenced for sex crimes and
each of these personalities is an occasion for focusing attention on sex. A
consideration of all these factors indicates that the prison culture fosters
abnormal sex behavior and tolerates it. (p.257)

Clemmer’s only mention of sex-related violence was in reference to fights
that break out between jealous inmates competing for the attentions of the same
man. In such cases formerly “straight” convicts initiated sexual advances toward
openly homosexual convicts. Clemmer concluded:

The all-male environment, the absence of strong social controls, the

impersonalization of social relationships, and, most of all, the existence of

centers of infection in the penal culture, stimulate abnormal sex conduct.

The most important of the infectious foci are the definite homosexual

psychopaths who spread perversion throughout the community. (p. 264)
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In the early 1940s, Deveureux and Moos (1942) suggested that homosexuality
was not a condition of "human or criminal nature.” Rather the problem of homosexuality
was caused by inner psychic turbulence. "The process [of becoming a homosexual] is
facilitated by the fact that there is always a potential infantile homosexual lurking behind
the 'manly’ mask of the beast of prey, which rejoices in male society” (pp. 306-324).
Perhaps, prison researchers’ current concept of the prison sexual predator finds its
intellectual genesis in Deveureux and Moos’s beast of prey.

Soon after Deveureux and Moos, Karpman (1948, pp. 475-486) wrote that "[a]s
the hope of gaining access to a person of the opposite sex recedes farther and farther, the
transition from this type [of sex] to the more abnormal expressions takes place sooner or
later." He continued: "phantasies gradually develop an abnormal character picturizing
paraphiliac situations, the masturbatory practice assumes a definitely pathological aspect,
and the nearest thing to a 'real’ female is the feminine homosexual.” Here too emerged the
abnormality of same-sex relations, or the idea that same-sex relations must emerge as a
deviant form of sexuality rather than a natural expression of human sexuality.
Masturbation, Karpman thought, was pathological behavior. He asserted that the only
intervention taken by prison staff to resolve sexual abnormalities was "violent
suppression” and that abnormal influences of prison sexual life were carried by inmates
back to the community. Finally, a close reading of Karpman finds methodological
pitfalls. He bases his interpretations of prison sex on an unspecified theoretical model

without identifying any substantive data.
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Early Decades: Summary of Key Findings

The early decades of prison culture research created groundwork for decades of
later research. An enumeration below finds early research outcomes keyed to scholar and
date of research. Also noted are intellectual ideas that flowed from the 1930s through the
1940s.

e Deprived of heterosexual relations men inmates will develop irrepressible urges
for sex and will engage in same-sex behavior. Sexual predators were
heterosexuals driven to sexual violence by sexual deprivation (Fishman, 1934).

e Prison culture has the power to alter sexual propensities (Fishman, 1934; Sykes,
1958).

e Homosexuality was deviant behavior (Fishman, 1934; Sykes, 1958).

e Prison was a pathological environment and caused inner psychic turbulence and
untold psycho-sexual harm (Fishman 1934; Deveureux & Moss, 1942; Karpman,
1948).

e Prison had the power to transform heterosexuals into homosexuals (Clemmer,

o 1940).

e Homosexual psychopaths spread sexual perversion, like an infection, among
inmates and adversely influenced multiple domains of prison life (Clemmer,
1940).

e Infantile homosexual lurking within men-inmates’ psyches cause them to become
beasts of prey (Deveureux & Moos, 1942).

e Masturbation expresses pathological behavior (Karpman, 1948).

e Prison authorities try to punish homosexuality ‘out of” inmates (Karpman 1948).
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e Deviant sexual behavior in prison extends to post-release community behavior
(Karpman, 1948).
Over many decades the conceptualization of prison sexual predators illustrated
their manly qualities and manhood while their prey appears weak and defenseless. These
psychological stereotypes of sexual aggressors and prey persist into modern research.

Middle Decades of Prison Sex Research

1950s to 1970s

Influences of World War 11 on the conceptualization of prison culture

Arguably the single-most theoretically influential prison study was Gresham
Sykes’ 1958 The Society of Captives. Sykes was a Princeton University sociologist who
described inmate social life at the New Jersey State Maximum Security Prison. His data
were collected from approximately 20 inmates. He said they “served in effect as a panel
which could be interviewed again and again over the course of time” (p. 135).

Sykes’ far-reaching scholarly influence focused on his prison-as-concentration
camp analogy. Writing in the early post-World War 11 era, Sykes’ compared prisons to
Nazi concentration camps; at that time, such a comparison seemed natural enough. Sykes
infused prison life with multiple deprivations. These include: the deprivation of liberty;
the deprivation of goods and services; the deprivation of heterosexual relationships; the
deprivation of autonomy; and the deprivation of security. Taken together, these
deprivations threatened inmates’ ego-structure and created a defiant, survival adaptation.
Defiance was also manifest in the prison argot with its emphasis on being a “real man,”

or someone who can do his time; take what the guards dish out to him; refuse to
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complain; and remain cool. A real man “confront[ed] his captors with neither
subservience nor aggression” (p. 102).

Out of the prison-as-concentration camp analogy Sykes’s proposed a prisoner
code, a defiance of authority manifested itself in strict prohibitions against undue
cooperation with prison staff and against “ratting” or “squealing” on other inmates for
any reason. Over the past 50 years the concept of the rat or squealer as an inmate who
deserves punishment, justifiably so, has been an enduring theme in prison research, even
one inmates use to justify severe beatings and homicide of other inmates (Fleisher, 1989).

A contextual theory of prison culture and inmate sexuality emerged in the
sociology of Gresham Sykes. Sykes proposed a social and physical environment does
have dramatic effects on inmates’ thought and behavior. Bruno Bettelheim’s experience
in concentration camps supported Sykes’s thesis of the pervasive effects of concentration
camp-like prisons on inmates.

As Bettelheim* has tellingly noted in his comments on the concentration

camp, men under guard stand in constant danger of losing their

identification with the normal definition of an adult and the imprisoned

criminal finds his picture of himself as a self-determining individual being

destroyed by the regime of the custodians. It is possible that this

psychological attack is particularly painful in American culture because of

the deep-lying insecurities produced by the delays, the conditionality and

the uneven progress so often observed in the granting of adulthood. (p.75)

* Bruno Bettelheim, an Austrian Jew and psychiatrist, and expert on normal and abnormal child
psychology, was a concentration camp survivor.
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Just as the prisoner code arises from a defiance-based ego-need as an effect of the
loss of liberty and autonomy, inmate culture’s other aspects are born of deprivation,
including inmate solidarity. In its ideal state, deprivation of goods and services leads to
inmate sharing; however, scarcity inevitably creates the ‘haves’ and have-nots’ and leads
to the “merchant” or “peddler,” the prisoner who takes advantage of other inmates by
selling them goods instead of simply sharing them; and the “gorilla,” the inmate who
takes what he wants by force. Sykes summarizes the issue as follows:

But if the rigors of confinement cannot be completely removed, they can

at least be mitigated by the patterns of social interaction established

among the inmates themselves. In this apparently simple fact lies the key

to our understanding of the prisoner’s world. (p. 83)

Deprivation of heterosexual relationships lies at the heart of the majority
of prison sexual activity:

There are, of course, some “habitual” homosexuals in the prison — men

who were homosexuals before their arrival and who continue their

particular form of deviant behavior within the all-male society of the

custodial institution. For these inmates, perhaps, the deprivation of

heterosexual intercourse cannot be counted as one of the pains of

imprisonment. They are few in number, however, and are only too apt to

be victimized or raped by aggressive prisoners who have turned to

homosexuality as a temporary means of relieving their frustration. (p.71)
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Sykes’ analysis of prison argot identified sexually aggressive prisoners--the
wolves, as situational homosexuals® driven by deprivation of heterosexual outlets.

And the inmates, too, attempt to distinguish the ‘true’ sexual pervert and

the prisoner driven to homosexuality by his temporary deprivation. In the

world of the prison, however, the extent to which homosexual behavior
involves ‘masculinity” and “femininity” would appear to override all other
considerations and it is this which provides the main basis for the
classification of sexual perversion by the inmate population. (p. 95ff)

The outward structures of prison sex culture were seen as rooted in the
deprivation of heterosexual relationships. However, in addition to these outward
structures, Sykes pointed to the deep-running psychological effects of deprivation,
which were the true mechanisms through which deprivation created the culture of
inmate sex:

Yet as important as frustration in the sexual sphere may be in

physiological terms, the psychological problems created by the lack of

heterosexual relationships can be even more serious. A society composed
exclusively of men tends to generate anxieties in its members concerning

their masculinity regardless of whether or not they are coerced, bribed, or
seduced into an overt homosexual liaison. Latent homosexual tendencies

may be activated in the individual without being translated into open

® Eigenberg’s 1992 article discusses “normal” heterosexuals who, as an effect of deprivation, engage in
prison homosexuality. She described a typology ambiguity in the distinction between homosexuality and
heterosexuality and how the ambiguity influenced the interpretation of prison rape. This argument raises a
significant theoretical issue. It poses a (1) dichotomous classification of homo- vs. heterosexuality or (2)
condition of variable states of “normal” sexuality. Variable states of homosexuality argue for a type of
baseline sexuality with conditional variation induced by situational conditions; this position seems
consistent with a Freudian theoretical perspective on sexuality.

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



32

behavior and yet still arouse strong guilt feelings at either the conscious or

unconscious level.

A crisis of self-image and self-understanding induced by the deprivation of
heterosexual relationships creates the culture of prison sex. Such deprivation stands as
the dynamic force in creating aggressive socio-sexual characters--wolves, and their weak
prey-punks.

Shut off from the world of women, the population of prisoners finds itself

unable to employ that criterion of maleness which looms so importantly in

society at large — namely, the act of heterosexual intercourse itself. Proof

of maleness, both for the self and for others, has been shifted to other

grounds and the display of ‘toughness,’ in the form of masculine

mannerisms and the demonstration of inward stamina, now becomes a

major route to manhood. But for homosexuals and non-homosexuals

alike, the emphasis placed by the society of captives on the

accompaniments of sexuality rather than sexuality itself does much to

transform the problem of being a man in a world without women. (p. 97)

Sykes’s Influence on the Future of Prison Intellectual Thought

In the history of prison research, Sykes’s significant conceptual contribution was
the introduction the prison-as-concentration-camp analogy. Positing that prisons and
concentration camps share a core culture, Sykes’ proposed that prison culture was
primarily the product of deprivations imposed on and endured by inmates.

Out of the prison qua concentration camp analogy evolved themes and concepts

still accepted as axiomatic in prison culture research. Inmates’ were necessarily defiant
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against “guards.” Snitches were men who aided the enemy. Snitches were justifiably
punished by inmates. Abstract concepts appeared. Wholly inadequate, even brutal
prison conditions maintained a helpless prisoner population. Helpless and hapless,
inmates were guarded by cruel keepers. Socio-psychological consequences of
imprisonment effected permanent life-term damage.

Nazi brutality against homosexuals diffused into prison scholars’ worldview. Not
until the 1960s did prison scholars seriously consider less harsh and judgmental ideas
about the socio-psychological nature of prison homosexuals and reappraise the damaging
effects of homosexual conduct. What had been at minimum 30 years of negative
judgment about prison’s near-inevitable damage inflicted on inmates’ socio-sexual lives
began to shift with a few exceptions (see Davis, 1968) in the 1960s. Macro-sociological
changes in American culture, such as civil rights legislation, likely opened prisons to
considerations more enlightened than previously recognized. Several mid-50s studies
foresaw the future.

The mid-1950s saw one of the few studies of homosexuality in federal prisons.
Smith’s 1956 study at the Medical Center for Federal Prisons, Springfield, Missouri,
examined homosexuals’ quality of life. He concluded that institutions need “a closely
supervised program for homosexuals,” a need for more effective diagnostic criteria and
methods, and a means to increase validity of classifying homosexual inmates. He also
concluded homosexual inmates were content with themselves and their sexual preference.

Ward’s 1958 examination of institutionalized adolescents, while distinct from
adult prisons in many ways, had findings similar to others’ research in adult prisons. He

found there are non-homosexual aspects of homosexuality in institutions, and that
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"[b]Jullying and aggressive homosexual behavior become confused with manliness."
Ward proposed that a lack of rape investigations was linked to American culture’s bias
against homosexuality. "Because of the stigma which our society places on
homosexuality, and because of society's demand that such behavior be eliminated,
officials are reluctant to encourage investigation of homosexual practices in their
institutions. The possibility of unfavorable publicity brings with it the real danger of
dismissal from office by public demand (pp. 301-314).

By the 1960s male and female inmate homosexuality had distinctly different and
gender-biased interpretations. While male inmate homosexuality was perverse and
psychopathological, female inmate homosexuality was a supportive and situational
activity and exacerbated by women’s customary need for social and emotional support.
Ward and Kassebaum (1964, pp. 159-177):

The process of turning out seems to represent socialization of the new inmates

into practices which provide support, guidance and emotional satisfaction during

a period when these are lacking. . . . Inmates believe that most homosexual

involvement occurs early in imprisonment, that most affairs are situational with

heterosexual relationships to be resumed upon release and that many are ‘once-
only' affairs.

By the 1960s researchers expanded their theoretical focus and looked at social and
sexual roles and their influence on institution social control. Sykes and Messinger (1960,
pp. 77-85) raised a significant point. They noted inmates have a conscious appreciation

of institution social control and make deliberate efforts to achieve and maintain it.
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A cohesive inmate social system institutionalizes the value of ‘dignity' and the
ability to 'take it' [overcome deprivation] in a number of norms and reinforces
these norms with informal social controls. Almost all inmates have an interest in
maintaining cohesive behavior on the part of others, regardless of the role they
play themselves.

Garabedian (1963), like Sykes and Messinger, described a variety of inmate social
roles and how they accommodated prison life. His data collection method contributed to
an analysis of prison socio-cultural adaptation. He stratified data collection by phases: an
early phase consisted of inmates who had been incarcerated less than six months; a
middle phase included inmates who had been incarcerated more than six months but also
had more than an additional six months to serve; and a phase inmates had served the
majority of their sentence and had less then six months remaining to release. He reported:
“While the dominant process in the early period [of imprisonment] appears to be one of
isolation, processes of [social] involvement are linked to most of the role types during the
middle period.” He argued further that “pains of imprisonment” diminish, and when they
do, inmates became more involved in positive prison life (cf. Leger, 1973).

Gagnon and Simon’s (1968, pp. 23-29) study identified patterns of sexual
adjustment among men and women inmates. He focused on the effects of sexual
deprivation and its effects on socio-sexual relationships. They argued a need to clarify
two points. The first point was the “unfortunate tendency to view the sexual adjustment
of prisoners as arising exclusively from the contexts of prison life.” The second point
stressed that inmates’ sexual behavior must “specify the range of sexual responses that

are available to those imprisoned.” By range of sexual responses Gagnon and Simon
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referred to a lack of knowledge about inmates’ pre-imprisonment sexual behavior, which
was necessary to understand inmates’ general adaptations and sexual responses to prison
deprivation.

These researchers argued that positing inmate homosexuality as an effect of
prison sexual deprivation was “a major oversimplification brought about primarily
because of a lack of information about the prior sexual and nonsexual lives of those who
are prisoners and the way in which this prior experience conditions persons' responses not
only to sexual deprivation, but also to a general loss of liberty.” They noted that “women
have fewer problems than men in managing sexual deprivation” and that “most prisoners
do not seem to feel an overwhelming sexual need.” The latter point strengthens
Garabedian’s finding about late phase imprisonment; and Ward and Kassebaum’s finding
that women inmates’ sexual behavior was supportive and reflected women’s customary
need to obtain social and emotional support. The idea that men’s homosexual behavior
was deviant but women’s was normal became firmly implanted in the intellectual history
of prison inmate sexual research.’

Davis’s 1968 study reviewed administrative reports for the period June 1966 to
July 1968. He interviewed inmates incarcerated between July 15, 1968 and July 31, 1968
(n=3,304). He analyzed written statements from selected inmates, and relied on a lie
detector to verify inmates and staff claims. Out of 26 staff asked to submit to polygraph,
25 refused. Out of 48 inmates asked to submit to polygraph, seven refused, and 10 of 41
failed the polygraph. Davis found sexual assaults in the Philadelphia prison system were

epidemic: 156 sexual assaults were documented in the 26 month study (seven in sheriff's

® There are no theoretical or research-based challenges to this gender-based interpretation about men’s and
women’s sexual behavior in the history of prison sexual research. Today’s research still uses women’s
need for comfort and emotional support as basis of explaining women inmates’ pseudo-families.
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vans, 149 in prisons): 82 were buggery; 19 fellatio; and 55 were attempted coercive
solicitations involving 97 different victims and 176 different aggressors. Davis’s
predecessors and contemporaries reported inmate squabbles over sexual partners.
However, no prison studies reported the magnitude of sexual violence in this study.
Davis’s findings remain anomalous up to the present day.

Soon after Davis’s study, Linda Charlton, a journalist, published the article The
Terrifying Homosexual World of the Jail System (1971). She alleged that new inmates
were approached for sex very shortly after they come in; that homosexuality in jail
alienated inmates and further separated them from the normal outside; and that a prison
should create conditions that parallel the outside world, allowing inmates heterosexual
behavior. Creating an inside world that mirrored the outside, she wrote, would decrease
the devastating effect of prison on inmates. Based on an unspecified number of
conversations with former inmates, and a self-selected literature review, Carlton
concluded that homosexual behavior and sexual aggression in jail was a major problem.
She brought to the popular media the stereotypic inmate homosexual, the stereotypic
sexual predator, the stereotypic prison-as-concentration camp image, and a reinforced
notion that prison rape had reached epidemic levels.

Johnson’s 1971 (pp. 83-97) study found homosexuality was not epidemic and
devastating but rather an adaptation to prison life. He suggested the constant contact
among men, the inmate’s "whole life is predicted on homosexualized group contact.” The
social organization of the prison environment, he argued, caused inmates to create a
"class of women substitutes” and to engage in inmate marriages, which "serve[d] to

release sexual and emotional frustration.” There was no protection for homosexuals who
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were raped. Staff, he said, had negative attitudes toward homosexuals. He described how
a raped homosexual's lover would seek revenge on the predator. However, he had no
empirical data to support the retaliation contention.

Kirkham’s 1971 study examined prison homosexuality. He made five points. (1)
There were only three possible adaptations open to members of the inmate community:
sexual abstinence; masturbation; or participation in institutional homosexuality. (2)
Situational homosexuality was fostered by a tendency on the part of sensational writers to
grossly exaggerate the actual incidence of the phenomenon. The “number of inmates who
participate in any form of homosexual behavior while imprisoned is relatively small
when compared to the vast majority of prisoners who adapt to sexual frustration by
masturbating.” (3) Inmates who engaged in homosexual activity’ presented a facade of
toughness ‘manliness’ to escape being defined as a homosexual. (4) The marital
relationship between a man inmate and his male wife was largely instrument; a male-wife
would obtain goods for her man, and in turn he provided physical protection. Women, he
said, moved among relationships; social shifting among relations caused jealousy and
conflict. (5) Sex roles, he said, such as a wolf or jocker, were not considered "real”
homosexuals.

Kassebaum (1972) said sexual affairs were coercive, commercial, and romantic.
Coercive relationships were those when a person gave in to the requests of others out of
fear of actual or threatened violence. In commercial relationships, money or goods
exchanged hands for sexual favors. Romantic relationships were characterized by

affection and willingness of both parties to engage in sex. Kassebaum made a

" Note the cultural distinction between inmates who engaged in homosexual behavior and inmate
homosexuals.
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classification of sexual orientation, ranging from inmates who were homosexuals on the
outside and openly admitting to it to inmates who avoided homosexual contact and used
masturbation as outlet. Finally, he found that approximately 50 percent of women
inmates had had some form of in-prison sexual experience.

Akers, Hayner, and Gruninger’s 1974 research examined homosexuality and drug
use in 25 national and international prisons. This report presents the findings from only
the seven American prisons. The authors argued that drug use and homosexual behavior
had a major impact on the inmate social system and culture. Authors argued that
homosexual behavior and drug abuse were positively correlated. "Without exception,
[prisons] with high levels of reported drug use also experience high levels of homosexual
behavior; and prisons with low levels of drug use also have low levels of reported
homosexual behavior." Their significant finding was that “the amount of drug and
homosexual behavior among inmates is more a function of the type of prison [security
level] which holds them than the social characteristics which [inmates] bring with them
from the outside." This represents a counter-argument to the assumption that prison
social life was influenced by inmates’ proclivities imported into prison. The research
also added a new dimension to deprivation theory by emphasizing that security level has
a strong influence on generating homosexual behavior even though low-to-high security-

level prisons share similar deprivations.

Middle Decades: Summary of Key Findings

The middle decades of prison research amplified earlier findings and added to the

literature new concepts, ideas, and interpretations. They are enumerated below.
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Inmates have a conscious appreciation for institution social control and make
deliberate efforts to achieve and maintain it (Sykes & Messinger, 1960).
Imprisonment lessens in deprivation over time (Garabedian, 1963).

Male-inmate homosexuality was perverse but female inmate homosexuality was a
supportive and situational activity and exacerbated by women’s customary need
for social and emotional support (Ward & Kassebaum, 1964).

Prison life limits inmates’ range of sexual responses; inmates’ pre-imprisonment
sexual history influences inmates’ sexual choices and determines if inmates do
indeed suffer from prison sexual deprivation; sexual deprivation oversimplifies
inmates’ same-sex relations; women inmates have fewer sexual problems
managing sexual behavior than men and women do not feel an overpowering need
for sex (Gagnon & Simon, 1968).

Homosexuality not to be epidemic and devastating but an adaptation to prison life
(Johnson, 1971).

Inmates’ preferred form of sexual expression was masturbation vs. homosexuality
(Kirkham, 1971); and

Sexual relationships can be coercive, commercial, or romantic (Kassebaum,
1972).

Davis’s research was the first study to suggest an epidemic level of sexual

violence in a prison context, the Philadelphia jail system (Davis, 1968).
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Modern Decades of Prison Sex Research

1980s to 2000s

Daniel Lockwood’s Prison Sexual Violence (1980) used data collected in 1974-75
in the New York state prison system. Lockwood defined “sexual aggression” as:

. . . behavior which leads a man to feel that he is the target of aggressive sexual

intentions. . . . We see sexual aggression as a continuum marked by different

levels of attempts to exploit, and different levels of reaction to exploitations. At
the bottom of the continuum we might see a target imagining aggression from an
aggressor’s overture. At the top of we might see the gang rape. Along this
continuum, any incident of aggression is created as much by the interaction that

unfolds as by the intentions of the aggressor (p. 6).

Lockwood identified characteristics of targets and aggressors and salient
features of different kinds of aggressive incidents important to understanding the
culture of prison sex. He found targets were significantly more likely to be white,
while aggressors were significantly more likely to be black. Targets were
generally younger than aggressors and of relatively slighter build and lower
weight than aggressors. They had effeminate characteristics; were fairly
inexperienced in prison life; and were particularly vulnerable in the first few
weeks of initial imprisonment or transfer to another institution. Aggressors sought
newcomers. They were naive and easy prey and unaware of aggressors’ hustles.
Targets and aggressors were similar on sentence length, previous incarceration
history, and total length of incarceration. Aggressors, Lockwood found, did not

view themselves as homosexuals but did view victims as women.
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Lockwood elaborated Fishman’s descriptions of the context and dynamics of
sexual aggression and offered a tentative typology of aggressor approaches.

e The Propositioning approach — No threats or use of force are present.

e The Player approach combines force and threats with verbal tactics.

e The Gorilla approach — relies exclusively on force or threats. ‘Gorillas,” also
known as ‘booty bandits,” ‘asshole bandits,” or simply ‘bandits,” are prisoners
who pounce on other men and attempt to sodomize them.

Lockwood documented the effects of sexual aggression on targets. Effects
included chronic anxiety, depression, and suicidal ideation. A frequent outcome of
sexual victimization was victims’ aggressive retaliation from prison social life via self-
isolation or protective custody.

Prison culture recognizes several approaches to handle sexual threats. A
threatened inmate has the dilemma of whether to report the aggressor to the authorities.
Reporting would incur the label a snitch and then may make him vulnerable to reprisals.
Such a situation, Lockwood wrote, may be worse than the sexual aggression a potential
victim seeks to avoid. A snitch may opt for protective custody. However, protective
custody severely restricts job access, exercise, and recreational opportunities. The only
alternatives to snitching, Lockwood wrote, would be fighting or submitting to an
aggressor. A target’s preemptive public display of force may prevent an assault. A
retaliatory post-assault strike may stave off future problems. Sexual pressure and
responses to it are cultural blueprints. They are matters of thought and discussion but

neither may be acted out.
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Lockwood reaffirmed deprivation theory as the motivating force propelling
aggressors:

The idea that violence is an end in itself, which is mentioned in the rape

literature, has little supporting evidence in our study. Violence for its own

sake is not explicitly present. . . . Aggressors who spoke openly about

their behavior sometimes expressed guilt and remorse over having been

driven to such lengths. On the other hand, they saw a peremptory sex

drive behind their activities, and blamed the prison and other external

forcers for creating the pressing problem which inevitably forced their

actions: How can you cope with being sexually deprived for three years,

for two, for even five years at atime? . . . Paradoxically as it may strike

us, aggressors can thus not only justify their acts but can argue that they,

ultimately, they are the real victims. (p. 338ff)

Wooden and Parker’s Men Behind Bars: Sexual Exploitation in Prison (1982)
examined rape and coercion. However, the greater focus of their research was the role
and welfare of gay prisoners. Gay referred to the community sense of term, which meant
men who were openly homosexual prior to incarceration (or if not overtly gay in their
demeanor and comport they had sexual experiences with other men prior to
incarceration). Wooden and Parker vision of homosexual prison behavior was rooted in
lower-class men’s culture of machismo. Machismo valued the defense and assertion of
manhood.

The 1980s had a proliferation of prison sex and violence research. However, few

new ideas were forthcoming. Nacci & Kane (1982; see 1983, 1984) studied sexual
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aggression in federal prisons. Based on a survey methodology, they found that one in
330 inmates had been targets of sexual aggression but that less than 0.3% had been raped.
Sexual targets were homosexuals or bisexuals 70 percent of the time. The stereotypic
image of the sexual-assault victim emerged. Victims were slender, effeminate, and had
long hair. Sexual targets, Nacci and Kane found, discussed sex openly in public earshot.?

Tewksbury’s 1989 study at the Lebanon Correctional Institution in Ohio
found that inmates over-reported rape. Questionnaires were distributed to
college-program inmates in their classrooms. Responses from 88 inmates were
gathered from the group administered survey. Tewksbury found that inmates
over-report prison rape.” Inmates reported rates of homosexual activity at or
below the general [free] population. The estimations of these [coerced sex]
activities in the institution are much higher than self-reported incidence. About
seven percent report attempts at coercion, but no one reported being raped.

However, inmates estimated that 14 percent of inmates had been sexually
assaulted or raped while in prison (pp. 34-39).

Corroborating Tewksbury’s finding, Lockwood (1994, pp. 97-102) reported that
homosexual rape was a rare event and that large numbers of offenders are propositioned
for sexual favors. Writers and inmates, Lockwood said: "have been perpetuating certain
ideas about prison sexual violence that are not supported by systematic research on the

topic."”

® Inmates reported that incidents of sex play, “grab ass,” as they called them, get out of control and can lead
to someone to feel as if he’d been grabbed too hard or mocked.

® Since the inmate sample was not representative of the general population’s education level, this finding
may be partially an outcome of differential prisonization.
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Hensley, Tewksbury, and Wright (2001) in the men’s maximum-security
Southern Correctional Facility, Lucasville, Ohio, studied masturbation and consensual
sex. Hensley et al. (2001) found that 79 percent said they were heterosexual prior to
incarceration; 69 percent continued to be heterosexual after incarceration; 36 percent
received oral sex from another male inmate; and 32 performed anal intercourse on
another male inmate. Hensley and Tewksbury 2002’s literature review found a lack of
clear definitions of sexual behavior and sexual terminology used in research studies.
They noted further, a comment not in literature until their study, that 60 to 70 percent of
America’s inmates were illiterate (pp. 226-243).

Theoretical Approaches to Inmate Sexual Behavior

Importation vs. Deprivation

Perhaps no single concept pervades the literature about prison culture and inmate
sexuality more than deprivation. Despite its widespread use there has been little empirical
scrutiny of the claims of deprivation theory. Inevitably with time, the notion of
deprivation began to be challenged by prison researchers on theoretical grounds. Early
deprivation was discussed in a broader context of Freudian thought. The alternative
theory was called importation theory, or the importation model. Deprivation saw the
basic structure of inmate culture in general and inmate sexual culture in particular as
responses to multiple deprivations. The importation model viewed the prison culture as
primarily the result of the importation of attitudes, norms, proclivities, and mores inmates
brought into prison from the outside world. Thus prisons were violent because violent
men were imprisoned. Rape and sexual assault occurred in prison because these same

men committed rape and sexual assault outside. Deprivation and importation should not

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



46

be mutually exclusive concepts. Only together, when one concept can help define the
other, do these concepts make the best contribution. After all, it would be irrational to
assume inmates’ personality and criminal history do not influence at least in a narrowly
defined way prison life. Deprivation can be measured on a continuum. Extreme
deprivation, defined by poor food, inadequate recreation facilities, and poorly trained
staff, would likely engender a harsher prison climate than a prison which withholds goods

and services as a function of its nature as a confined, secure institution.

Goffman’s Dramaturgical Sociology

Smith and Batiuk (1989) offer the major critical work of importation and
deprivation while advancing Goffman’s dramaturgical sociology. Goffman’s
dramaturgical sociology was the theoretical foundation of Smith and Batiuk’s 1989 study,

Sexual Victimization and Inmate Social Interaction.

. . . the individual is seen as possessing a “social self” which emerges,
adapts, and changes in the process of interaction with individuals and the
social setting as opposed to possessing a “personality” which responds to
any given social setting in more or less typical and rather predictable
ways. For Goffman, interaction is characterized as a theatrical
“performance” in which the individual “actor” and the “audience” (those
who take an active part in the social setting) work together to create and
confirm a “definition of the situation” that allows for problems to be

solved and business to on “as usual.” (p. 30)
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Individuals were continually engaged in impression management. They carefully
orchestrated their behaviors to legitimate their performance in the eyes of a
particular audience.

Smith and Batiuk’s 1989 study interviewed 66 inmates at a single institution.
They found prison imposed severe restrictions on inmates’ ability to engage in
impression management. Inmates could not select who observed their behavior at any
given time. Furthermore, they were always under observation; there was no back stage
time, no privacy. Thus inmates had to be ‘on stage’ every minute of every day and
perform for a hostile audience looking for weaknesses to be exploited. The need to put
up a front all times begs the question of inmates’ decision about the most essential public
face. Smith and Batiuk:

. one type of performance comes to dominate all others. This performance
is directly related to the fear which permeates the entire inmate population of
being labeled a homosexual, or worse, being raped. . . . This pervasive fear of
sexual victimization leads to a performance which emphasizes strength and
masculinity and de-emphasizes characteristics which are considered weak or
feminine [such as compassion, love, and the like] (p. 32).

Inmates are thus driven to exaggerated masculinity. Exaggeration included

aggressiveness often contradictory to an individual’s natural forms of expression.
Smith and Batiuk concluded that, even if the actual incidence rate of sexual

victimization in prisons was relatively low, the pervasive fear of such victimization

dictated inmate behavior and dominated a majority of inmate interactions.
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Race, ethnicity, and aggression

Race, ethnicity, and sexuality have continued to be prominent prison research
topics since the early decades of the 20" century. Moss, Hosford and Anderson (1979)
conducted a pilot study of 24 federal inmates: 12 known rapists were compared to 12
randomly selected inmates from a federal prison population. Researchers posited that
inmate age at the time of imprisonment correlated positively with Scholastic
Achievement Test score, few disciplinary reports, and less involvement in homosexual
rape. A total of 48 variables were analyzed. Study participants were divided into four
groups: black-rapists, black-non-rapists, Chicano-rapists and Chicano-non-rapists.
Statistical analyses determined variations on study variables between rapists and
comparison inmates. These tests lacked statistical power. Authors weren’t able to
distinctively define a “rapist.” Twelve rapists were members of a minority group (7
blacks, 5 Chicanos), 10 of 12 victims were white. All rapists selected targets of a
different race.

Chonco (1989) conducted interviews with all inmates passing through the pre-
release center of a minimum-security Midwestern prison. Interviews were open-ended,
with the author seeking to gauge the role of race in the targeting of victims of sexual
assault. Race was not mentioned by the inmates as victim-selection criteria, so the author
concluded that race was not a factor in victim selection. However, this conclusion may
have had as much to do with the nature of the questions asked as about the actual role of
race in victim targeting.

History of prison rape research has no definitive analysis between rapists’ and

race victims’ race or ethnicity. There are, however, indirect references, to a black rapist
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and white victim. Racial affiliation independent of physical size and strength and social
affiliation, such as religious group membership, gives little to no definitive analysis of
how race functions as deciding factor in sexual assault. No researchers have yet to assert
that inmates engage in behavior that in the community would be labeled racially

motivated sexual assault.

Fear of sexual assault

Several studies have suggested that the fear of rape and sexual assault shapes
prison culture as much as do actual incidents of the above. Smith and Batiuk (1989)
concluded that if the actual incidence rate of sexual victimization were relatively low, the
pervasive fear of victimization would dictate dominate the quality of inmates’ social
interactions.

Jones and Schmid (1989) provide another view of how the new inmate
conceptualizes prison life, and how that conception changes over time. Participant-
observation (one of the authors was an inmate) was used over a 10-month period at a
mid-western state maximume-security facility. Twenty inmate interviews revealed the
fear of sexual assault inmates feel. Fear, they concluded, dominated new inmate’s
concept of prison life. Fear led to a rudimentary “isolationist” survival strategy. Inmates
adjust in the first few days and weeks. Once they acquire a more realistic assessment,
they release their fear of sexual assault until a rape or sexual assault occurs.

[T]he critical incident need not and generally does not, involve the new

inmate himself; the fact that he hears about the event is sufficient to

destroy his feelings of relative security. . . . The effect of a reported

sexual assault is so powerful to a new inmate that a temptation often exists
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— a few days after the event — to ‘write off’ the incident as an isolated
occurrence, and to struggle to regain the sense of well-being that had
gradually been developing. Although some inmates are successful in
recapturing a feeling of security, it is again sabotaged by another dramatic

even a few days or weeks later. (p. 56)

Over time, the authors contend, the inmate learns to make sense of these
violent attacks. Thus, for example, he learns that a murder that occurred was pay
back for a bad drug-deal, that a “rape” was the toll exacted for an inability to repay a
debt. In essence, the authors argue that over time a new inmate comes to understand
these events in their cultural context and comes to see them less and less as random
and unpredictable acts of violence. He may even welcome them somewhat as “a
dramatic disruption of an increasingly tedious prison routine. McCorkle (1993)
examined the level of inmate fear in the Tennessee State Prison (TSP), a maximum-
security facility. He found that (1) exposure over a long period to prison conditions
were not uniformly damaging to inmates; (2) conditions of prison did not induce
psychological conditions; (3) crowding caused an increased feeling of deprivation;
and (4) prison life was especially difficult for offenders who cannot find time-
consuming activities (pp. 27-42). Deprivation was an expected and acceptable part of
the prison experience. However, the loss of personal safety was not. If offenders

were fearful, they most likely experienced more mental anguish disturbances.
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Modern Decades: Summary of Key Findings

The past 25 years of research has contributed nuanced interpretations of prison
sexual aggression.

e Sexual aggression often has racial overtones (Lockwood, 1980).

e Verbal non-aggression, verbal aggression and threats, and force or threats are
common sexual procurement approaches among men inmates (Lockwood, 1980).

e Sexual targets suffer chronic anxiety, depression, and suicidal ideation result from
the stress of targeted sexual aggression; sexual targets are likely to become violent
(Lockwood, 1980).

e Sexual violence has metaphoric value functioning to filter inmates’ interpretations
of prison life (Smith & Batiuk, 1989).

e Inmates’ estimates of sexual coercion are higher than self-reported incidents;
there were no rape self-reports in this study (Tewksbury, 1989).

e Fear of sexual assault dominates new inmate’s isolationist adaptation to prison
life; over time inmates’ adjustment becomes more realistic and their fear of sexual
assault wanes until a rape or sexual assault occurs (Jones & Schmid, 1989).

e The actual incidence rate of sexual victimization appears relatively low; however,
the pervasive fear of victimization dictates inmate behavior and dominates a
majority of inmate interactions (Smith & Batiuk, 1989).

e Prison rape rarely occurred (Lockwood, 1994).

Research Literature on Women Inmates
Academic literature on women inmates’ sexual behavior was been under-

represented in the prison literature with scant mention of sexual coercion or sexual
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assault. On the topic of women inmates’ sexuality studies begin with “few studies
address,” or “there seems to be a void.” In fact, there are even articles written about how

little research has been done (Tewksbury & West, 2000).

In early prison literature, sexuality was relegated to realm of unnatural
relationships. However, racial and class differences were a prominent topic (Otis, 1913).
In discussions of homosexuality, black women were thought to be more aggressive and
dominant; white women fell into relationships with them to gain safety (Freedman,
1996). Low socio-economic status women were thought susceptible to lesbianism than
those from an upper-class upbringing. Prison and community homosexual relationships
were thought to be a perversion. Early research reflects homosexual perversion as a
predetermined conclusion. Forced or coerced sexual activity was not mentioned in early

prison literature.

In the past 30 years, few changes occurred in the description of women’s prison
homosexuality. Consensual relationships are among “femmes” and “stud” broads, or
butches. Heterosexual on the street, a femme’s prison orientation expresses traditionally
feminine characteristics. A stud broad adopts male behaviors, dress, hairstyles, and
speech (Giallombardo, 1966). Stud broads pursue femme (Ward & Kassebaum, 1965).
African Americans and street lesbians are more likely to play the stud role (Alarid, 2000).
Inmates reported prison homosexuals are more likely to be either younger inmates or
those with longer periods of incarceration (Hensley, Tewksbury, & Koscheski, 2001).
Koscheski and Hensley (2001) suggested the trend toward younger inmates’
homosexuality mirrors homosexual behavior outside prison where younger inmates were

more likely to have sexual experimentation prior to incarceration.
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Pseudo-families

Women inmates’ pseudo-families have stimulated research over many decades
(see Selling, 1931). Modern pseudo-family research has reinforced the association
between the prison deprivation (boredom, forced associations with others, and lack of
privacy) and participation in familial roles. Giallombardo (1966; Propper, 1981, 1982)
noted pseudo-families provided asexual emotional ties. However, some research
identified women’s fear of closeness to inmates (Greer, 2000, pp. 461-62). Inmates’
perceptions vary on the issue of the personal functions of pseudo-family.

“Christian families call each other sister. One girl calls another

inmate mommy. After you spent some time at the facility, the

juveniles get into plays, activities; older inmates are reminded of

their children on the outside. It is just a name, no actions are

taken, nothing sexual. This is a form of friendship terminology.”

Gagnon and Simon (1968) found women inmates did not have an over-powering
sexual urge. Heffernan (1972) noted that women who created a prison family were more
satisfied than inmates who did not create a pseudo-family. WWomen inmates’ socio-sexual
identity within a pseudo-family would extend their outside socio-sexual identify and
allow them to maintain a sense of self (Culbertson & Fortune, 1986: 33). Hensley et al.
(2002) suggested that women who closely identified themselves with the roles of wife, or
daughter, or mother prior to incarceration would most likely engage in pseudo-families.
Pollock (2002) wrote that pseudo-families help women cope with family deprivation by
forming substitute relations. Most of these women did not participate in same-sex

behavior prior to incarceration, Pollock wrote, and would not likely be committed to a
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post-release homosexual lifestyle. Instead, homosexuality was a cultural adaptation to
incarceration and means of obtaining affection and attention. However, this research
shows that nearly 50 percent of women inmates participated in same-sex pre-

imprisonment affairs.

Women inmates’ homosexuality

Women’s research did not distinguish homosexuality within or outside a pseudo-
family. Inmates who reported participation in homosexual prison activities involved
younger inmates or those with longer sentences (Hensley, Tewksbury, & Koscheski,
2001). Younger inmates’ prison homosexual behavior was explained by their sexual
experimental outside prison (Koscheski & Hensley, 2001).

In the past 30 years, few changes occurred in the description of women’s prison
homosexuality. In consensual relationships, the “femme” role and the “stud,” or butch,
role were usually defined. The femme was more likely to be a heterosexual outside
prison and display traditionally feminine characteristics. The stud played the male sex
role. “He” adopted male behaviors, dress, hairstyles and language (Giallombardo, 1966).
African Americans and street lesbians were more likely to play the stud role (Alarid,

2000) and expected to pursue the femme (Ward & Kassebaum, 1965).

Sexual Coercion and Rape

Women’s prison sex research focused on consensual same-sex behaviors and
pseudo-families (Hensley, Tewksbury, & Koscheski, 2001). Recently researchers have
begun to examine the coercive sexual behavior. Within the past 20 years researchers

recognized the possibility of female-inmate sexual assault committed by female inmates
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instead of staff members (Calhoun, & Coleman, 2002; Alarid, 2000). Decades of studies
reported that inmates became “canteen punks,” or “box whores,” to avoid beatings and

reap the economic benefits of homosexual behavior (Bowker, 1977). A clear distinction
between consensual and coercive sex fades into ambiguity when a coerced inmate seems

to consent in exchange for canteen goods or protection (Alarid, 2000).

Definitional Issues

In women’s prison research, sexual coercion, consent, and rape have not analyzed
in the socio-cultural context of women’s prison. Research has not reported clear
definitions of sexual assault and sexual coercion. If pressure tactics entered an
interaction, such as verbal harassment or extortion, sexual relations were labeled
coercion. Forceful physical-sexual assault was rape. However, the distinction between
consent and coercion remains as blurry as the distinction between coercion and assault.
For example, even if a woman did not at first want a sexual relationship, a desire for
social belonging and companionship may ease a transition to homosexuality (Alarid,
2000). Situational definitions are more difficult to define in the context of a woman’s
personal history. Researchers noted that incarcerated women are generally desensitized
to sexual coercion. They may have been molested, sexual assaulted, or forced into
inappropriate sexual relationships. Women inmates may not perceive a distinction

between coercive and other forms of sex (Alarid, 2000).

Prison socialization: pseudo-family vs. the mix

Recent research suggested that women’s prison culture has changed and become

less stable and familial than in the past (Greer, 2000). Owen’s 1998 study of “the mix,”

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



56

or female subculture at Central California Women’s Facility, found inmate personal
interactions have emotional, practical, material and sexual value. However, the mix was
found to be an arena for sexual coercion and assault. Owen’s study reported that pseudo-
families keep women out of the mix.

Alarid’s 2000 study examined one woman inmate’s prison life over five years via
correspondence. Her work found that a woman’s social relations play a role in coercive
sexual behavior. She found some examples of retaliatory sexual assault in cases where a
sexual attack was a reprisal for a non-sexual wrong against a friend of the attacker.

Geer’s 2000 study of 35 mid-western inmates found sexual relationships were
based on economic manipulation. Owen’s 1998 study also discussed the sale or trade of
sexual favors for commissary. There are more femmes than studs in women’s prisons.
Aggressive studs manipulate femmes and may make significant economic gains in
bartering canteen goods for sex. Unfortunately information on this subject remains
limited.

Greer’s 2000 study suggested that changes in popular culture influenced change
in women inmates’ sexual behavior. She argued that since women are not as strongly
tied to their once traditional roles, women have social options in addition to mother or
sister or daughter. Modern housing architecture structures in women’s prisons, coupled
with socio-sexual changes, led change in inter-personal role relationships. Researchers
documented that family programs and furloughs strengthen outside bio-social family ties
and decreased the significance of pseudo-families (Pollock, 2002). Owen’s 1998
research found women still involved in play families and dyadic sexual relationships; the

pervasiveness of these relationships are unknown.
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Institutional Factors

Correctional institutions’ architecture was cited as a possible correlate to sexual
behavior. Struckman-Johnson & Struckman-Johnson’s 2002 study found that female
inmates were responsible for up to 80 percent of sexual coercion in the three women’s
housing units. In this case, dormitory housing predicted coercive sexual action.
However, dorms were also cited for racial disharmony. Owen (1998) cites increases in
prison population and an increase in drug offenders as characteristics likely to change the
dynamics of sexual coercion. Struckman-Johnson & Struckman-Johnson (2002) found
that larger barracks or dorm-style housing women inmates convicted of crimes against

persons had higher rates of sexual coercion.

Research limitations

Women’s prison sex research has been influenced by small sample size. Greer
(2000) had 35 inmates. Alarid (2000) had one female inmate and five years of her letters.
Struckman-Johnson, et al. (1996) had 42 female respondents-- three reported sexual
pressure. Geographic locations were limited. Struckman-Johnson & Struckman-Johnson
(2000) did research in several states in the Midwest. Owen (1998) studied one California
institution.

Women prison research has a relatively short scholarly and a narrow focus. There
are no large-scale studies of culture and women inmates’ sexual behavior. Fishbein’s
2000 research links masculine and feminine, lesbian social roles to interpersonal
aggression (see Warren, 2002). Then, she links interpersonal aggression to anger and
hostility. Studies such Fishbein’s have been bypassed in favor of descriptive survey
analysis and overlooked in scholarly analysis of women inmates’ sexuality.
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Final Comments

Since the 1930s prison research literature removed inmates’ conscious
motivations for their choices of sexual behavior and replaced individual, conscious
deliberation with unconscious forces compelled by sexual deprivation. Deprivation has
its origin in the early 20™ century as a psychological theory of homosexuality (Gay, 2002,
p. 66). This concept diffused into prison research on homosexuality in the 1930s (see
Footnotes 1 and 2). Nevertheless, deprivation still accounts for variation in inmates’
sexual behavior. Variation extends on a continuum from homosexuality to sexual
violence to female surrogates (“queens”). If deprivation were removed from the calculus
of prison homosexuality its absence would leave a hole in the theoretical landscape. The
power of deprivation, researchers argue, imputes to prison culture power sufficient to
cause straight inmates to become gay. However, without deprivation as a cause, what
conditions compel men and women to homosexuality? What would cause straight
inmates to become gay?

Researchers’ dominant theory of prison homosexuality, since the 1930s, has been
derivation. However, inmate culture posits a ‘native’ theory whose origin derives
exclusively from beliefs internal to the culture of prison homosexuality. Inmate culture’s

native theory of homosexuality and sexual violence appears later.
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CHAPTER 2. RESEARCH DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY

This research project was an objective analysis of inmates’ subjective perceptions
of prison sex and sexual violence. The methodological design allowed for the
identification of concepts and meaning in prison inmate culture. ldentifying and
explaining inmates' vs. researchers’ concepts and their meaning was this project’s goal.
This project was a cultural study that would yield prison inmates’” worldview, or their
ways of interpreting, of prison sexual behavior and sexual violence. This goal required a
methodology that would yield a large body of interview data, also known as narratives.
Narratives represent inmates’ free-flowing speech unencumbered as much as possible by

interviewers.

What This Research Did Not Do

First, this research did not gather rape prevalence or incidence data. Inmate
interviews cannot be used to do a statistical analysis of rape prevalence and incidence. If
inmates say, rape occurs occasionally, in the context of a cultural study, this statement
does not denote prevalence. Inmates’ comments in interviews are opinions, beliefs, or
judgments, but they are not prevalence data.

Second, our goal was to understand prison rape as a cultural concept, a culture
artifact, which inmates may know something about even if they’d never been raped or
threatened or intimidated by a physical or sexual threat. Ethnographers have no way to
verify such claims in the absence of records data, but the truth of the assertions aren’t the
key research issue in a cultural analysis such as this one. The cultural research issue
focuses on process and contextual issues as inmates see them—for instance, was a sexual

threat the result of a card game debt?
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Third, prison rape represents a subjective reality for inmates. One inmate’s
subjective reality may be similar to or different from others subjective realities.
Clemmer’s theory argues that an inmate does not need to be a rapist or rape victim to
understand rape. Inmates acquire subjective reality through language and witnessing and
listening to others. In effect, an inmate’s subjective reality was formed from those of
others. They were likely to have formed their subjective reality from still others. Prison
researchers who were never inmates are capable of writing insightful and objective

analyses of prison life.

Influence of Clemmer’s Theory of Culture on Methodology

A research design and methodology depends on its theoretical premises. In this
study, those premises derived from Clemmer’s theory of prison culture and differential
prisonization. The outcome of this research was an analysis of prison sexual behavior
and sexual violence as perceived within and interpreted by prison culture. Influenced by a
newly emerged concept of culture in the late 19™ century, Clemmer argued that inmate
speech strongly influenced what inmates know and how they interpret their social world.
Clemmer’s was a cognitive vs. a behavioral theory prison culture. What inmates knew,
he argued, was acquired primarily via inmate speech and secondarily by observation. He
did not argue that inmates” knowledge of prison life was derived primarily from watching
other inmates’ behavior. In other words, Clemmer’s theory argues that what inmates
know about prison violence does not derive from seeing violence, but rather from hearing
about it.

In this study, inmate interviewees were not asked to report what they saw during

their imprisonment or what they believed other people saw or experienced. Rather,
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inmates were asked for their interpretations of acts, events, and situations. Cultural
questions take a form different from “how many” questions. Instead of asking inmates,
“how many acts of sexual violence did you see in the past year?” a cultural study asks
“what does sexual violence mean?”

Verbal descriptions and interpretations of behavior are filtered through language.
A language-based cultural analysis, absent of observation data, comes with a strong
caveat: what people say does not necessarily mirror what people do. Speech—the verbal
representation of culture, does not necessarily mirror behavioral reality. This study
analyzed the subjective perceptions of inmates’ on prison homosexuality and sexual
violence. A key theoretical point in Clemmer’s argument posits that inmates are strongly
influenced by the speech of other inmates. They—Iike other members of communities,
learn about their social environment via speech. Thus, what inmates’ cultural knowledge
derives largely from what they heard, not necessarily from what they participated in or
observed.

This chapter focuses on the underlying theoretical premises of this research and
on the technical mechanics of this nation-wide study of prison sexual behavior and sexual
violence. Technical research issues, for instance, design of the inmate sample, and an
explanation of how past prison research influenced the interview protocol

Primary Theoretical-Analytic Concepts

Prison Speech Community

A cultural study of prison sexual behavior and sexual violence relies on
more than simple interview data. Required as a basis for a research design and

methodology are theoretical concepts. These concepts influence interview
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instrument design, mode of analysis of interview data, and interpretation of
analyzed data. Data collection occurred in 30 prisons. However, these prisons
were conceptualized as prison speech communities. Each speech community had
a prison culture consistent with Clemmer’s theory of supra-individual culture.

Social and physical isolation influence the nature of speech in an isolated
community. The effect of physical and social isolation on members of a community
leads to the creation and use of common vocabulary and modes of speech in a mutually
acceptable manner. Such a community defines a speech community.™ In this research, a
speech community represents a primary linguistic and cultural analytic unit. This
analytic unit responds to internal and external influences. Inmate attributes brought into
prison influence the community’s culture and speech. A speech community reflects the
sensitivity of prison culture to outside influences.

Clemmer’s theory of culture included prison argot--the vocabulary derived within
a narrowly defined speech community, such as prison argot. He proposed that language
learning was a primary mechanism of cultural and social assimilation. Clemmer inferred
that commonly held cultural beliefs, attitudes, and norms are a function of inmates’
learning similar verbal modes of expression. The dynamic process of prisonization
necessarily carries variability in verbal expression and cultural knowledge. In short, a
speech community represents spoken culture. To learn forms of speech in prison means

the acquisition of prison culture.

9 william Labov coined the term and expanded the concept of speech community in the 1960s. That
physical and social isolation lead to shifts in vocabulary with the addition of new terms, redefinition of
terms, elimination of terms, shifts in meanings of terms and so on rests on fundamental linguistic theory to
explain the emergence of new languages and creation of dialects.
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The terms, phrases, and expressions gathered in interviews formed a Lexicon of
the Culture of Prison Sex (see Appendix A). This lexicon illustrates the uniqueness of
prison inmate culture as expressed in denotative and connotative meanings of sex-related
behavior. The lexicon was commonly understood with few exceptions among inmates

across the United States.

Clemmer’s Supra-Individual Theory of Culture

Clemmer’s theory of culture, differential prisonization, and adaptive styles to
prison culture are aimed at a broad understanding of the substantive nature of prison
culture and the dynamics of its acquisition. The theoretical power of his argument
centers on the supposition that cultural knowledge, therefore, its processes of
transmission, are supra-individual. The effect of a supra-individual culture ensures that
multiple generations of inmates, over possibly untold generations, will inherit knowledge
of preceding generations. A supra-individual culture suggests that inmates of the 21°
century learned via the prisonization process knowledge of prison culture and rules of
behavior learned by inmates of preceding generations.

Clemmer’s theory means that today’s prison researchers, by virtue of research
methodologies, such as interviews and surveys, have access to prison culture knowledge
that has accumulated over decades of prison life. This means that prisons across the
United States, like urban centers, will share a core body of prison culture knowledge and
to it, add local variations of culture and behavior. A test of supra-individual culture
comes through a comparison of research literature of the 1930s through the 1990s. If
prison culture were consistent over generations, researchers would have identified the

similarities. Researchers’ theoretical interpretations notwithstanding, substantive facts
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about prison sexuality and sexual violence have been consistent since the 1920s. If
culture were not supra-individual, prison research findings should clearly indicate
separation in fundamental core principles of prison culture. However, prison culture
research over the past 70 years has shown consistency in social structure and
organization, values, norms, and beliefs. By virtue of Clemmer’s theory of supra-
individual culture and transmission via prisonization the interpretation of data gathered in
the 21% century yields insight into the history and future of prison culture.
Gathering Language and Culture Data

An experienced ethnographic interviewer could informally weave a path through
interviewee responses to gather an enormous dataset on prison culture and prison rape.
Now, at the conclusion of this study, the Principal Investigators would need one
question—*“tell me about prison rape.” This question asked of knowledgeable inmates
could elicit responses that fully explore and explain prison rape within the context of
prison culture. Responses to queries may seem direct and straightforward, but
ethnographic interviewing faces influences that come from domains well outside the
standard prerequisites of interview design. Six key influences affect ethnographic-

interview design and influence the scope and depth of ethnographic interpretation.
Ethnographic vs. Non-Ethnographic Queries

Nature of ethnographic questions

Specific types of interview questions gather culturally specific, or ethnographic,
data. There are ethnographic and non-ethnographic queries. In the context of this study,
ethnographic queries take the form, “Tell me about prison sex” and “Tell me about prison

rape.” Now, these two questions would be sufficient to elicit in extended open-ended
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interviews of two or three months or longer an in-depth look at the culture of prison rape.
More specifically, queries would include, “what is prison rape” and “what’s the
difference between sex act A (descriptor) and sex act B.” These queries would be
powerful for data collection, but ironically, they are most useful if interviewers have a
thorough grasp of a range of responses.

An effective way to approach ethnographic queries would be to ask, “what would
you ask if you were interviewing inmates about prison rape?” This question has a focal
topic but won’t give inmates or former inmates hints at responses. This question elicits
responses that define categories of culture knowledge. A prison sex culture category of
knowledge would be, for instance, ways of knowing if another inmate shows interest?
This type of interview also provides vocabulary terms. Wide-open questions are
especially valuable to ethnographic research. “What defines prison rape?” “How many
types of prison rape are there?” “How do inmates tell the difference between a turn-out
and a rape?” These queries would be useful in an unstructured interview—one without
pre-determined questions. Responses could determine categories of inquiry and
questions for an unstructured and semi-structured interview.

Non-ethnographic questions are formed as: “have you been forced to touch
someone’s genitals,” and if yes, “how many times have you been forced to do it.” The
responses may be ‘yes’ and ‘five.” These responses are affirmations and a frequency of
an act. A cultural study focuses on what it ‘means to be forced to touch genitals. What
does it mean to be ‘forced’? What distinguishes a ‘forced” from a consensual context?
How many types of forced and consensual contexts are there? How are they similar?

How are they different?
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Project Set-Up

Developing a methodology

This project’s methodology slowly emerged over the spring and summer of 2003.
The Principal Investigators collaborated with officials at the National Institute of Justice
(N1J). Initial discussions of methodology focused on a single state, multi-site study of
sexual aggression in men’s prisons. This idea expanded into a single geographic area,
multi-state study of sexual aggression in multiple men’s and women’s prisons. Finally,
the project expanded into a nation-wide study.

The Principal Investigators wrote a concept paper focused on a nation-wide socio-
cultural study of inmate sexuality and aggression in men’s and women’s prison. Specific
exclusions of research data were decided upon with NI1J. These included an omission of
qualitative data, such as prison incident report logs, inmate grievances, and similar prison
records. This study’s analysis would be based solely on inmate interview data.

Excluded were prison sexual coercion and rape prevalence and incidence questions asked
of subjects in interviews; sexual violence and incident report data; and personal
interviews with all institution staff. The project researchers were asked to study
symbolic, linguistic, and functional issues in inmate culture in the context of prison
sexual aggression. This project explicitly excluded a statistical research design and
methodology. The study was to be conducted with an ethnographic methodology. Data
would be inmate interviews analyzed by thematic analysis generated by cultural patterns
discernable in inmate interviews. The interpretation was to emphasize inmates’

worldview on sexuality and aggression.
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NI1J and Principal Investigators agreed to generate a project Advisory Panel
comprised of nationally recognized, multi-discipline prison scholars and practitioners.
Advisory Panel scholar participants included: Dr. Neil Weiner (School of Public Policy,
University of Pennsylvania); Dr. James Jacobs (New York University School of Law);
Mr. William Thomas (inmate representative); Dr. Charles Lanier (SUNY Albany); Dr.
Janet Warren (University of Virginia, Institute of Law, Psychiatry and Public Policy,
School of Medicine and School of Law); Dr. Barbara Owen (California State University,
Fresno); Co-Principal Investigator Dr. Jessie Krienert (Illinois State University); Dr.
Allen J. Beck (Office of Justice Programs); Dr. Timothy A. Hughes (Office of Justice
Programs); Mr. William Saylor (Director, Office of Research and Evaluation, Federal
Bureau of Prisons); Dr. Gerry Gaes (contractor, NI1J); Mr. Andrew Goldberg (N1J); and
Dr. Christopher Inness (N1J). Members of the correctional practitioner community were
also included on the advisory panel.

Members of the Advisory Panel reviewed the project’s concept paper and initial
interview protocol. Dr. Fleisher presented the concept paper and protocol and took
panelists questions and comments. Dr. Owen reviewed her research at a California
women’s prison. The core of the discussion focused on site selection and sampling and
the protocol’s preliminary interview questions. The panel discussed definitions of

technical terms, such as rape and coercion, and their application in a cultural study.

Correctional institution site selection

Clemmer’s theory of culture relies on differential experiences in a prison and led

to the selection of high-security prisons instead of lower-security institutions (see Jones
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and Schmid, 1989).** High-security inmates were chosen based on the following
assumptions: they vs. lower-security inmates would have longer criminal histories; they
would have more involvement in violence; they would have greater likelihood of
physical, emotional, or sexual victimization at some time in their lives; they would have
greater likelihood of drug use outside or inside prison or both; they would have more
stints of different prisons; they would have more years of imprisonment; and the
likelihood was greater that they witnessed or engaged in sexual assault, sexual coercion,
prison rape, or one or several of these offenses.

The only selection variable was high security. Once satisfied, we then visited
institutions made available by agency directors (Commissioner or Secretary of
Corrections). Prison-site selection was consistent with a research assumption predicated
on Clemmer’s theory of culture. To refresh, his theory of culture assumes that prison
culture has universal dimensions. Prison culture, all things being equal, would show
greater cultural homogeneity than heterogeneity. In other words, prison culture in
institutions anywhere would be more alike than different. Cultural variance would come
in part from prison culture history and inmates’ street experiences and their community
socialization.

The National Institute of Justice and the Principal Investigators with advisory
panel input agreed upon a target number of interviews. A sample of 400 male and 200

female inmates was set for the project’s interview objective. Also agreed upon was the

1 various names substituted for the term high-security. Some institutions had multiple custody levels
within a high-security prison, where, for instance, high custody and lesser custody inmates comprised a
single general population. In this case, we sampled across custody levels. In other places, high and lower
custody level inmates were divided physically into distinctly separate general populations. In this case, we
sampled only in higher custody institutions. Often, however, medium-custody inmates had once been high-
custody inmates and had their custody level reduced over time. We based our sampling design on a single
method that was sampling high-security or high-custody general population. Efforts always confined
sampled inmates to medium or higher security level.
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number of prisons where interviews would occur. Thirty correctional institutions--23
male and 7 female, in 10 states was the target. With NIJ approval, the sample focused on
regionally based geographic representation. This focus resulted in the division of the
country into four regions with visits to several states each geographic region of the
United States.

Given the sensitivity of research on prison rape, the Principal Investigators and
NIJ knew that without explicit consent from the American Correctional Association
(ACA), state corrections directors would not likely respond positively to requests to
conduct prison rape interviews. Therefore, NIJ and the advisory panel determined at the
outset that research would proceed with consent of the ACA and the Association of State
Correctional Administrators (ASCA). An agreement of anonymity that applied to
regions, states, institutions, and institution staff was achieved with input from both
associations.

The initial contact procedure between state correctional agencies, Principal
Investigators, and NIJ, was agreed upon at a meeting of the Executive Committee of the
American Correctional Association. Afterward, the chairman of the Executive
Committee of ACA sent an email letter to members of ASCA. The email explained the
nature of the project and cordially requested cooperation. Correctional directors were
asked to contact Dr. Fleisher at Case.

Dr. Fleisher and members of the NIJ staff then attended two meetings of the
ASCA research committee. At these meetings, the research was discussed and questions
answered. After the first meeting, a number of commissioners volunteered to participate.

Three states withdrew citing a number of reasons, such as the extensive time staff would
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have to invest in institution logistics. To maintain geographic diversity, six interview
sites were initially selected.

The agreement with ACA and ASCA required complete anonymity. Therefore,
although we are not permitted to list states or institutions that were visited, states within
each region did give consent, resulting in a geographically diverse sample.

Based on input from NIJ and the advisory panel, in conjunction with past
literature, high-security male and female institutions were targeted within each
consenting state. We selected inmates who actively participated in the general prison
population. All 23 men’s institutions were the highest-security level men’s prison
available in each state. When women’s institutions were multi-security level and housed
minimum, medium, and high security women inmates, we selected inmates from the
highest security level housing units within the institution. Therefore, all 30 institutions

contained high-security level, general population inmates.

Research Team

The research team included: two Principal Investigators; an experienced social
worker who was a graduate student at Mandel School of Applied Social Sciences
(MSASS), Case Western Reserve University (Case); and a professional social worker
with work experience in secure facilities for adult men with mental disorders. The
Principal Investigators were experienced prison researchers. The Principal Investigators
had done collaborative research for five years up to this time. Their numerous prison
research projects included hundreds of inmate interviews and clocked thousands of hours.
The professional social worker held an MSASS Master’s in Social Service

Administration. The social workers had experience interacting with difficult clients.
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Prior to inmate interviews, both team members went through extensive training.
Each read many dozens of prison sex research articles with an eye on interview
technique, questions asked, and anything the author reported that influenced interviews.
Members then joined the Principal Investigators on in-prison interviews, at first taking
notes but not asking questions, then recording notes and asking questions as they arose in
the interview. Members then conducted interviews in the company of one or both
Principal Investigators. Afterward, Principal Investigators critiqued interview technique
and interview notes. The interview process proceeded in this manner until the Principal
Investigators felt members were capable of handling an interview with a male inmate on

their own.

In the field: asking former inmates about prison sex

The research team™? spent five days in a high-crime community in a mid-western
city where Fleisher had conduct research over many years. There, he knew dozens of
adult men and women whose ages ranged from late teens to sixties. These former
inmates had been to prison at least once. Some had been imprisoned six to eight times.
He knew adolescent males and females who had been jailed in juvenile detention. Older
former inmates knew Fleisher well and discussed with the research team the dynamics of
their own socio-sexual life in prison. For instance, a middle-aged man who had been
imprisoned from his teenage years into his 50s over six different periods in several states
called himself as a ‘bootie bandit” Most adolescents had at least one natal or extended

family member who had done prison time. Likewise, most adults had teenage or adult

12 The project’s program officer accompanied the research team and sat in on unstructured interviews and
on semi-structure interviews, done at the end of the week, to test possible questions asked of men and
women former inmates.
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children who had been or still were imprisoned. The topic of prison sex and prison rape
didn’t frighten them away. Unstructured interviews were conducted with one or several
former inmates on the street or in house porches or living rooms. Rather, they were eager
to talk about what they saw and heard in jails, juvenile institutions, and adult prisons.

To capture inmates’ meaning of sexual aggression, former inmates were given a
chance to create research questions. In this way, cultural information they thought was
important would emerge. These former inmates were prompted with an ethnographic
question: if you were studying prison rape what questions would you ask? What
questions should we ask? What are the most important ideas to cover? How can we be
sure we don’t get bogus answers? Then exploratory queries shifted to more specific
topics: “tell me about prison sex”; “tell me about prison rape”; and proceeded from there
in many directions, to include coercive sex, turning out inmates, bartering sex for
commissary items; and sexual violence. Old-timers gave a life-history account
discussing their memories of life in penitentiaries 20 to 30 years ago vs. prison life 10 to
15 years ago vs. today.

Each day provided a series of interview topics (themes), such as bartering for sex,
behavior of bootie bandits, rapists today versus rapists decades ago; debt repayment and
sex; gangs, sex, and rape; religion, sex, and rape; institutional control of sex and sexual
violence; and so on. Additionally, we took careful notes on sex-related vocabulary and
anecdotes about sexual aggression and aggressors.

Interview data were organized into categories: rape, rape and debts, rape and
retaliation, rape and gangs, rape and religious groups, prison control of sex and rape, and

so on. Interview questions were constructed using this general structural framework of
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categories. For example, the question “what’s the reputation of a rapist in the general
population?” was based on comments made by middle-age former inmates who said that
back in the day, bootie bandits were seen as comedians and were well likely by the
general population. Today, however, bootie bandits have lost their humorous

connotation. Today they are rapists.

Office interviews with former inmates

Former inmates were interviewed. Four men each with 10 to 15 years of prison
experience volunteered for a group discussion on prison sex and prison rape. We asked
them draft questions, got their opinion on whether they thought inmates who don’t know
us would answer questions with a high degree of truthfulness, and used the questions to
generate an unstructured interview about prison sex and prison rape. Finally we asked
each former inmate to give us a typical answer to each question; that is, what would an
inmate likely say in response to this question. We wanted to know if questions would
elicit prison sex vocabulary in a natural way, if responses were long or short, if responses
required a few or many follow-up questions, and if categories of questions had to be
asked in a particular order: should management questions on prison rape appear before
or after asking inmate-culture questions on rape? In the end, former inmates agreed that
if we ask culturally sound questions inmates would be less likely to ‘game’ us than if we
sounded like university professors. In short, the more inmates thought we knew, the
better their responses would be.

Some of this project’s stakeholder organizations found that some questions were

too sensitive to ask inmates. Sensitivity refers to risk level for a responding inmate in the
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context of participating in general population. Risk also affected correctional

institutions’ reputations.

Testing the instrument in prison

By the time we field tested a draft instrument we were well steeped in inmates’
perceptions and vocabulary of prison culture and prison rape. In the field we found that
our first draft version, which tried to include all topics former inmates said were
important and was too wordy and unwieldy, too complex, and took hours to complete.
An example of a single question on version one follows below.

e Have you ever known an inmate who was killed behind sex? Explain.
o Follow up question to inmate: Are there terms for this type of killing?
o Follow up question to interviewer: Elicit term and mutually exclusive
definitions. Identify synonyms and near synonyms. Ask inmate to give
the correct use of each term.

A second draft version attempted to hone in on culturally important variables,
such as inmates’ attitudes toward rape inside and outside prison. Inmates said this
version was redundant, and asked for the same information in too many ways. An
example follows below.

e What do inmates think of a free man/woman who rapes a free man/woman
outside?

e What do inmates think of a man/woman inmate who rapes a [man/woman inmate]
inside?

e What do dudes think of a man/woman who rapes a [man/woman] inside?

e Are there terms for free men/women who rape free men/women outside?
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o Follow up question to inmate: Are there terms for this type of rape?

o Follow up question to interviewer: Elicit term and mutually exclusive
definitions. Identify synonyms and near synonyms. Ask inmate to give
the correct use of each term.

The third version narrowed the questioning and shortened questions and made them
less complex and tiresome. And, we put vocabulary in a separate section for two reasons.
First, the same types of questions were in one place to maintain a single train of thought.
Second, answers to some vocabulary questions stimulated thinking about other
vocabulary. All in all, however, the most effective way to elicit vocabulary was in long
responses wherein inmates used vocabulary in a natural way.

Questions from the second and third drafts were field tested at a men’s and a
women’s prison. At first, some questions were ambiguous to some inmates in the sense
they weren’t sure how to respond or didn’t understand what the question was asking for.
Some questions were too terse and needed additional explanation or too wordy and let
inmates lose concentration. Standard English vocabulary was sometimes too complex.
Some questions exceeded inmates’ education level to give answers. In such a case, “I’m
not sure how to say it,” or something similar was their response. However, the term rape
was confused by inmates and seemed inconsistent with the ways they thought about rape.
In other words, women inmates could respond to questions with the term rape. However,
their answers didn’t flow naturally in speech.

In women’s prison culture, sexual violence was likened to the free-community’s
concept of domestic violence. However, prison rape was culturally associated with

broken love affairs. Men inmates said that if prison rape were to occur, a common

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



76

context would be broken lover affairs. This conceptualization of prison sexual violence
within a specific cultural context motivated a series of questions on violence and rape in

prison domestic relationships.

Instrument Development: Influences from Previous Research

Fishman (1934), Clemmer (1940), and Sykes (1958) used unstructured interviews.
Data were gathered with semi-structured and unstructured interviews. Unstructured
interviews were used to explore concepts with former inmates. However, comparability
of answers among hundreds of interviewees required a semi-structured open-ended
instrument. Their findings were derived from active participation as prison employees
and observation.

From the earliest to modern studies researchers reported data and posited
interpretations about prison culture, inmate sexual behavior, and prison rape. Many of
their ideas have been in the literature for five and six generations; however, citations here
represent their first appearance in the literature.’® Each research finding illustrates a
research, prison culture, or prison rape cultural theme. A theme refers to a persistent
pattern in inmates’ narrative responses.

A literature review shows conceptual theories and non-conceptual findings.
Conceptual findings are abstract outcomes of inductive analysis. These result from the
inductive process of interview-data analysis. Conceptual theories are often influenced by

social theory outside the domain of prison culture research. For example, Bem’s 1974

3 First appearance of concepts and interpretation has difficulties, especially when, for instance, early
researchers, such as Fishman infers sexual deprivation but doesn’t use the term deprivation.
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gender-role socialization theory™* was not based on prison data but does nevertheless
explain the emergence and nature of women inmates’ pseudo-families. Non-conceptual
findings are substantive. Interview guestions based on substantive findings may or may
not lead to broad conceptual findings. Below are findings from previous prison studies.
They are divided into a conceptual and a non-conceptual category. Comparing the two
types of findings illustrates how current research expands on earlier findings.

This project’s interview instrument incorporated key concepts drawn from the
history of prison culture research. Concepts are generalizations. These are listed below
along with citations of their first appearance in the literature. Non-conceptual findings
report behavioral facts. Behavioral facts are data used to support generalizations.

Generally speaking, this research reconfirms the list of substantive findings.

Conceptual findings

e Men inmates’ homosexual conduct results from situational pressure (Clemmer,
1940).

e As inmates do more time their pains of imprisonment diminish(Garabedian,
1963).

e Most prisoners don’t require sex (Gagnon and Simon, 1968).

e Prison rape doesn’t represent a ‘devastating epidemic,” but homosexuality does

represent an adaptation to prison life (Johnson, 1971).

Y“Bem, S.L. (1974). The measurement of psychological androgyny. Journal of Consulting and Clinical
Psychology 42, 155-162.

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



78

e Heterosexuals outside may become prison homosexuals as an adaptation to prison
life while others undergo this sexual transition out of weakness (Hensley and

Tewksbury, 2002).

Substantive findings

e Correctional officers have a negative attitude toward homosexuals (Johnson,
1971).
e Estimates of prison rape are regularly higher than self-reported incidence
(Tewksbury, 1989).
e Masturbation represent inmates’ primary sexual outlet (Kirkham, 1971).
e Fifty percent of women have sex in prison (Kassebaum, 1972).
e Attributes of perpetrators and victims influence on sexual violence (Lockwood,
1980).
e Targets of sexual violence are likely to become egregiously violent (Lockwood,
1980; Wright, 1994).
e Prison rape occurs rarely (Lockwood, 1980).
e Inmates fear prison violence and prison rape and as a result put themselves in
social positions of safety (McCorkle, 1993).
The final interview instrument was influenced by previous research and opened new
approaches to prison culture and sexual violence.
Final Interview Instrument: Descriptive Categories
The final interview instrument divided interview questions into analytic
categories. These are, for instance, rape and social process. The instrument also included

questions that explore analytic categories (see Appendix B for the final interview
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instrument). In its final form, the interview instrument accomplished two objectives.
First, interview questions were derived from a preliminary analysis of data gathered from
former inmates. Thus, the questions and concepts they represent are culturally valid lines
of inquiry. Second, the interview sought data to find overlapping categories of cultural
information. An example would be an association of inmates’ religious affiliation with a
social group, such as a gang, chosen for its protective value. Together, these two
objectives provide insight into inmates’ adaptive strategies to prison life (see Safe Zones,

in this report).

Interview Instrument: Categorical Structure

Demographic Information. Basic personal demographics including, age, race,
sexual orientation and marital status were used to gather baseline comparison data about
the sample.

Prison History. An array of questions involving past and present incarceration
and prison living arrangements provided contextual data for the social process of prison
rape.

Mental Health. Recent research (Bauman, Catanesse, & Wallace, 2002;
Fishbein, 2000) shows that psychological and emotional disorders have a direct bearing
on sexual and non-aggression. Questions about childhood physical and sexual abuse, as
well as prison and community treatment for mental health issues, provided a sense of
inmates’ use of mental health facilities.

Rape. Specific questions were used to understand the social patterns of sexual
interactions, cultural meanings of inmate sexual behavior, cultural knowledge of sexual

behavior and sexual violence, and institutional climate responses to inmate sexuality, and
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so on. Questions tested inter-relationships between sexual violence and economics,
personal adaptive strategies, daily routines, and so on. For example, how does
commissary or money work in relation to sex?

Social Dynamics/Social Process. Decades of prison research referred to inmate
social structure and dynamics but few studies gained a micro-social understanding of the
interactions. Social process questions elicited responses that captured data on the effect
of religious groups, gangs, and race on sexual activity and sexual violence. This line of
questioning had historical precedent in prison research (Moss, Hosford and Anderson
1979; Lockwood, 1980; cf. Chonco, 1989).

Free Lists. Freelisting has been a common technique in cognitive anthropology
over decades and still finds uses in modern research. Freelisting permits systematic data
collection on the cultural knowledge of a cognitive domain, such as sexual behavior.
Fleisher (1972) and Fleisher and Harrington (1998) were first to use a free list
methodology in prison research. They applied a free list methodology to create a socio-
cultural model of organizational influences, such as emergence of communication
channels, on the development of organizational culture and climate in new prisons. In
this project, free list data collection asks subjects to respond as briefly as possible with
single words or short expressions to focused questions, such as why do inmates have sex
with other inmates?

Lexical elicitation. Clemmer’s theory of culture and prisonization focus on
learning specialized forms of communication (jargon). The instrument included an
exhaustive list of lexical questions, which described social activity and sex roles from a

number of approaches. However, the best lexical data come in natural conversations with
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inmates in unstructured and semi-structured interviews. Therefore, at any point in the
interview if an inmate’s discourse included sex-role or activity-related terminology, terms
were recorded and highlighted. Each term was defined, synonyms were collected, and
terms were used in full sentences.

Inter-personal Relationships/Domestic Violence. Domestic violence refers to a
subset of social relationships and dynamics. Research reported inmate conflict resulted
as an outcome of couple dynamics (see, for instance, Kirkham 1971). Researchers didn’t
conceptualize such conflict within a theoretical paradigm of domestic violence. The
instrument queries the relationship between physical conflict and affective fulfillment as
a function of relationship length. Such an approach delves into an early research finding
(see Ward and Kassebaum, 1964) that women inmates find emotional satisfaction in
sexual relations. These data find limits on such satisfaction.

Staff. Research literature doesn’t generally find positive relations between
inmates and staff. Karpman’s 1948 study noted that prison staff quelled sexual deviance
with “violent intervention.” Eigenberg (1989, 2000) found that correctional officers’
responded negatively to inmates frightened by the anxiety of rape. The instrument sought
to obtain inmates’ perspectives on several topics: inmate/staff interactions; inmates’
perceptions of staff attempts to control sexual violence; and on inmates’ opinions about
inmates who have sexual relations with male or female staff.

Institutional Factors. Institution-level questions exceed the boundary of
managerial prevention and intervention of sexual violence. Institutional queries searched
for inmates’ thoughts on the general nature of a correctional bureaucracy. For example,

the instrument asked: can an agency keep you safe? These types of questions sought to
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differentiate line-level behavior of correctional officers from broader conceptual issues.
In other words, correctional officers doing rounds can influence safety more directly than
an institution’s or agency’s policies on protective custody and transfers as mechanisms of
inmate protection.

Perception of Social Roles. Finally, inmates were asked to estimate the number
of inmates who played socio-sexual roles. Inmates weren’t asked for percentages.
Testing found the concept of percentage was confusing to poorly educated inmates.
Rather, inmates were asked to estimate the number of, say, straights in a group of 100

inmates.

Interview instrument: significance in the order of question categories

The interview had 12 sections. First were demographics and prison history.
These were “public record” type of questions, which were less threatening than pointed
questions about prison rape. Demographic questions eased the respondent into the
interview and help build rapport. Mental health items continued rapport building and
provided interviewers with information about interviewees that might assist in follow-up
questions. Physical and sexual abuse and mental health treatment history would
contextualize rape responses and offer on-the-spot insight into responses. Institution-
based treatment outside prison explored inmates’ treatment history but also explored their
willingness to rely on organizational entities. Such responses may provide insight into
why inmates’ said institutions and staff could or could not protect or assist them.

At the interview’s outset before fatigue or boredom occurred, rape questions were
asked. These queries weren’t personal. Interviews weren’t permitted to ask inmates if

they were rape victims or rapists, or if they were turn-out artists or had been turned out.
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Next were objective, easy-to-answer free list questions. These were open-ended
items that asked respondents to list terms and short expressions. Free list questions gave
inmates a respite from concentrating on serious questions.

After free list questions, came social dynamics and domestic violence/relationship
questions designed to query risk and resiliency factors. Once inmates discussed rape in
general terms, they would be primed for discussions of the social process that may lead to
sexual violence. Lexical elicitation in the middle of the interview provided another
pause from serious previous sections and an introduction to the final sections.

Sections on staff and institutional factors influencing rape and informal and
formal social control (again, risk and resiliency) were considered especially important,
considering that research literature often reported negative line-staff conduct in response
to sexual violence. By this stage of the interview, inmates were more relaxed and
responsive. Perceptions of social roles concluded the interview. Inmates’ perceptions on
social roles by role frequency were important, especially in the context of mixed
responses on sexual role frequencies in published literature. Advisory Panel members
strongly advised against asking questions they deemed too politically sensitive. Several

questions were dropped for this reason.

Inmate Sampling Design

Clemmer’s theoretical model of differential scope and depth of prison cultural
knowledge depends on controllable and non-controllable issues in prisonization,
including housing and work assignments, social interactions, pre-prison experiences, and
so on. This research did control for inmate security level but could not control for several

variables. These included inmates’ pre-prison and post-prison sexual and non-sexual
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experiences; inmates’ intellectual ability; inmates’ verbal ability to express complex
ideas™; effects of substance abuse and mental health on speech ability; and inmates’
exposure to prison incidents of sexual aggression, prison rape, and sexual coercion. The
last point demanded attention because it hit the heart of Clemmer’s argument that
differential prisonization influenced inmates’ knowledge base of prison culture. Stated
another way, inmates’ prison-culture knowledge would be determined by personal
experiences that cannot be shared equally among all inmates. In the end, inmates acquire
different perspectives on prison culture and prison rape. Even though the research used a
systematic random sample of 564 general population inmates in 30 prisons in 10 states
equal exposure to and knowledge of prison rape and its causes and conditions could not
be guaranteed.

This study’s goal determined its sampling design. The goal was an objective
analysis of inmates’ subjective perspectives on sexuality and sexual violence. Given this
goal, sampling did not require targeting interviews with alleged rapists and rape victims.
Clemmer’s theoretical premise would argue that the commission of rape does not
necessarily infer a rapist, to the exclusion of other inmates, knows a lot about the culture
of prison sexual behavior. Rather, this study sought general cultural knowledge and

sought to gather a cross-section of cultural knowledge.

Limitations of sampling design

In consultation with the advisory panel and other correctional and prison experts,
and in order to preserve human subjects’ regulations, it was suggested that interviews

with alleged rapists and rape victims would increase victimization risk to the rape victim

> Hensley & Tewksbury (2002, 226-243) note 60 to 70 percent of inmates are illiterate.
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and may increase risk to the rapist who would be under investigation. For the same
reason, interviewees were not asked if they had raped someone or participated in a rape.
Answers to such questions would require reports of alleged crime to the warden’s office.
Additionally, such questions might add political or legal risk to correctional operations
and programs.

Discussions with NIJ, ACA, and ASCA ruled out several types of sampling.
Non-probability designs, such as judgment, snow-ball, theoretical, and purposive
sampling, often used in cultural studies were excluded. Given the theory guiding this
research, a systematic sampling design fit the theory well.

Once a state director granted permission, a senior-level institution staff member
was assigned as a research liaison. All logistical issues were handled via contact between
Dr. Fleisher and an institution liaison. Specific instructions on interview procedures (see
Appendix C) were emailed to the liaison and discussed by phone prior to institution visit.
Consistent with ACA, ASCA, and NIJ recommendations, several limitations were placed
on interview candidates. Specifically, interviewed inmates were to come from general
prison population.

Sample procedures were based on classical population probability sampling. A
systematic sample selected a random start and a fixed selection-interval number thereafter.
Each institutional liaison provided researchers with an inmate general population roster. The
number of general population inmates (restrictions cited above) on an institution’s sample
roster was divided by the number of subjects required by the projected number of interviews
conducted in a week. Forty male inmates and 30 women inmates were the minimum number of

weekly interviews. The general population count was divided by 40 or 30 to create an interval
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number. A staff member was asked to pick a number from one to the interval number. This
number was applied to the roster to find the first interviewee. To select the second inmate, the
interval number was added to the number of the first inmate selected. This pattern continued
until the minimum number of inmates was selected. Then, 15 to 20 inmates per institution
were added, using the same procedure, to the interview roster. These inmates covered refusals,
transfers, hospitalizations, and other unexpected circumstances.

If an institution has 1000 research-eligible inmates provided on a general
population roster, researchers divided 1000 by 40, to get the interval number 25. If in the
range of 1 to 25, a staff member selected the number 5, the fifth inmate on the roster
would be the first inmate subject. The second subject would be the 30" inmate (5 + 25),
followed by the 55", 80™, and so on. Special inmate populations including inmates in
administrative detention; disciplinary segregation; hospitalized inmates; inmates in
residential substance abuse units; inmates in mental heath residential units; protective
custody; non-sentenced inmates; inmates in transit units; and INS detainees or deportees

were not included.

Informed Consent Process

Case’s social science IRB approved the Privacy Certificate and protocol. In
addition, the Principal Investigators were asked on two occasions to submit the protocol
for a state-level human subjects’ review. When granted permission to interview,
directors’ were asked to sign an Institution Inmate-Interview Consent Form and return it
to it to Dr. Fleisher.

Sampled inmates on call-out arrived at the interview location knowing they had

been selected for a research project. Inmates refused to be interview about twice per

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



87

institution. They refused when they heard the interview was about prison rape. Either
they said they had not raped anyone on the street or in prison, or knew nothing about rape
in either place. In any case, refusals didn’t want to be associated with the term rape.
Some refused when they learned they wouldn’t receive a letter of cooperation to place in
their file to help at parole time.

Once inmate interviewees were settled in the interview room, interviewers
identified themselves and began the informed consent procedure. The interviewer
reviewed with and for each inmate the approved Institution Consent Document paragraph
by paragraph. Interviewers stressed that interviews were voluntary, that inmates could
refuse to answer any question or questions, that they could end the interview at any time,
and that early termination of an interview would not lead to a penalty implemented by the
institution.

The research team provided as much protection as possible for inmates and
correctional agencies. We had to guarantee to corrections agencies, institutions, and
inmates confidentially for their participation. To achieve confidentiality we did not give
interviewed inmates a copy of the informed consent form. Once an informed consent
form was in inmates’ possession we couldn’t control what happened to it, who saw it,
how it might be used against inmates or corrections agencies, or in legal proceedings
when inmates allege they were co-opted or forced to participate or threatened by officials
that non-cooperation would end up in their parole file or that they would be given an
incident report for failure to program or something similar. Further we didn’t want this

study broadcast in the media, thus violating confidentiality, if an informed consent
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statement ended up in a newsroom or courtroom in a lawsuit against a specific

correctional agency as identified by a released inmate.

Unanticipated events

On three occasions there was what we considered deliberate attempts by
institution staff to disrupt the interviews and frighten selected inmates. In one state,
correctional officers would not permit interview room doors to be securely closed, no
matter how many times they were asked to conform to interview procedure.
Additionally, staff walked into the same interview rooms repeatedly even after they were
asked not to. In one instance, a senior institution staff member told a group of inmate
interviewees they didn’t have to do interviews and that there was no rape at that
institution. In another case, a senior staff member disregarded the inmate selection
request and created an on-the-spot convenience sample. After returning from this state, a
protocol violation was filed with the Case’s IRB and an unanticipated events protocol
was filed, accepted, and implemented (see Appendix D for the protocol modification).
Difficulty was encountered in only two institutions in the same state. During this isolated
incident, the research team realized staff interference could bias the narrative data, and

these interviews were excluded from the analysis.

Interview guidelines

The research team arrived at an institution either before or after work call at eight
or eight-thirty in the morning. Work call was busy with staff entering and exiting the
institution. The team tried hard to avoid interfering with staff work. After the research

team entered an institution, the team was first greeted by the (senior) warden and his or
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her staff. They were told that the research team was not employed by the National
Institute of Justice but were funded by NIJ to conduct prison rape research. They were
told the types of questions being asked but were not permitted to read the protocol.*®
They were told specifically that prison-rape interviews were not institution operational
reviews or program evaluation interviews. They were repeatedly ensured of the
confidentiality of interview information. They were told that institutions and interviewed
inmates would not be known by anyone, including federal officials. They were told that
the study’s final report would be based on aggregate data with the purpose of searching
out trends in inmates’ responses to interview questions.

Inmate sampling procedures and the process of informed consent were reviewed
by phone and in writing, and private, out-of-way interview rooms were arranged, before
arriving at an institution. Although sampling procedures were reviewed, institution
executive were assured that we were not “stacking the deck,” as some institution staff
referred to it, by pre-selecting a cohort of inmates who, in some way, had a grudge
against prison staff. Staff were told that sampled inmates would be asked exactly the
same questions; that personal information on anyone cited in an interview would not be
collected; and that specific incidents of and participants in alleged prison rape incidents
or other types of sexual assault would not be sought for interviews. Inmates were
explicitly warned to withhold information on previous and future institution rule
violations; and, that prior or future incidents of violence of any type mentioned in the

interview would be reported to the warden’s office.

18 The two states that required state-level IRB approval retained copies of the instrument. Otherwise
institution officials did not ask for it.
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The research team worked all day interviewing inmates. Selected inmates were
on call-out and at an appointed time arrived at the interview area. In some instances,
inmates were placed on call-out a day or two before we arrived. In those cases, the
Principal Investigators gave a warden’s representative explicit instructions on how to
create the required sample. In other cases, a sample was determined once the research
team arrived and then inmates were placed on call-out. Wardens often wanted to see the
mechanics of drawing the sample. Samples taken before the research team arrived were
reviewed to ensure the sample was done correctly and that indeed no one at an institution
stacked the deck. The day ended at afternoon count around four in the afternoon. Staff
were always pleasant then and didn’t order us to leave, but it was obvious that continued
interviewing would disrupt staffer’s late-day operations. Interviews rolled from day to
the next until at least the sample quota was achieved.

Analysis

Recurring “Pieces’ of Prison-Rape Knowledge

Speech carries “pieces” of knowledge. These pieces stimulate the emergence of
other pieces. These in turn stimulate other pieces to emerge. Pieces of knowledge
aggregate to form comprehensive categories of cultural information. Clemmer’s theory
of culture and language predicts that inmates on the whole will share a body of
knowledge but will also possess specialized information. By virtue of prisonization
inmates will share similar categories of knowledge. However, inmates in different
housing units or jobs, Clemmer wrote, will acquire different information. Barring mental
illness or organic damage inmates should say similar things about similar topics. This

would be analogous to free citizens on the east and west coast, people who’ve never
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spoken to one another, sharing similar ideas on a variety of topics. An interview captures
hundreds of pieces of knowledge. A greater number of interviews provided greater depth

and scope of knowledge than fewer interviews.

Significance of cultural information

Similar pieces of knowledge might recur in 20 or 50 or 100 interviews. However,
frequency of occurrence may indicate degree of shared knowledge but does not
necessarily impute cultural significance. Simply put, some information will be more
important than other information. How then can a cultural analysis assess significance of
information when qualitative analysis doesn’t normally use statistical measures of
significance? First, cultural significance does not necessarily issue from frequency of
identifiable pieces of knowledge. That a majority of inmates know recreation yard hours
doesn’t mean such information carries cultural significance. This instrumental
information would be less significant than ways inmates learn to keep safe.

Cultural significance can be imputed to concepts, acts, attitudes, or perceptions of
prison quality of life that has a central role in inmates’ prison life. Such information may
have survival significance on inmates’ thinking about acts of behavior. Analysts can
know if cultural information has a central role in cultural knowledge even if there are no
statistical measures of a “‘central role.” Stated another way, prison knowledge with the
highest level of cultural significance generates rules of social behavior assessed as critical
to prison survival by inmates themselves. Such knowledge would very likely be shared

by a high percentage of inmates. Inmates would share a consensus of knowledge.*’

7 We can determine level of consensus with a consensus analysis. Our research did not propose a
consensus analysis; however, we could nevertheless derive a research design from the results of this
research.
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Clemmer’s theory of culture does not provide a mechanism to determine
the significance or value of cultural information. Do conversations have greater
meaning than firsthand experiences? What types of firsthand experiences have
the most or least cultural value? Does gossip about a prison rape have less impact
on inmates than a verbal account of firsthand observation or victimization?

In the context of Clemmer’s theory, inmates may know relatively little
information about prison rape by virtue of where they are housed (a cell or dorm),
their place of employment, or the criminal behavior of friends of their friends. On
the other hand, possessing strong opinions, beliefs, and attitudes about prison rape
has no necessary relationship to inmates’ first-hand personal experiences.
Cultural information can be broken into bits and pieces, or themes. A theme
refers to a redundant pattern, in this case, in interview data. The goal of thematic
analysis finds cultural themes and then links them into cultural systems of
thought. Themes possess the experience of inmates whether such experience
refers to actual behavior or the act of listening to someone else talk (Ryan &

Bernard, 2003:87)

Data collection

Interview data were collected in near-verbatim transcriptions of inmate
interviews. Interviewers typed question responses as close to verbatim as possible into a
Microsoft Word interview template. IRB restrictions and the sensitivity of the topic
precluded tape recording. Anticipating the potential use of tape recordings in law suits

filed by an interviewed inmate against an institution or agency, coupled with the fear that
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inmates’ voices could be identified in court, even if regions, states, and institutions were

anonymous entered into this decision.

Computer aided qualitative analysis

Interviewers gathered 564 narratives. They were coded in the qualitative analysis
program, Atlas/ti.*® A code refers to a short-hand or an abbreviation for a more
comprehensive concept. This software does not identify codes. Rather it allows
researchers a manageable way to handle large narrative datasets that need to be coded.
The application has features built-in to house a code book and to add comments about
specific narrative sections. In other words, researchers can add comments, questions, and
notes anywhere they wish in the narrative and then easily retrieve them. Analysis of
narratives requires the application of codes to narratives. The software allows users to
create quotations linked to a specific code or codes. This software permits analysts to
pull up all quotations marked by specific codes, which makes comparison of large blocks
of narratives linked to codes easier to handle.

Narratives were cleaned, managed, and organized in a specific procedure.
Initially, interviewers cleaned their own data. Cleaning began at the end of an interview
or immediately after exiting an institution. Cleaned interviews were proofed by two
members of the research team. If items were unclear or needed clarification, the original
interviewer added needed clarification in brackets at the end of the section. Cleaned

interviews were sanitized to remove any words, phrases, nicknames, cellblocks or dorm

18 ATLAS:.ti, The Knowledge Workbench: version 4.1 for Windows 95 and Windows NT 1997. Thomas
Muhr, Scientific Software Development. Germany: Berlin.
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identifiers, cities, counties, or states that could identify an inmate, institution, state or
region. Dr. Krienert, CO-PI, was ‘keeper of the codes.” Customary in major projects, the
keeper of the codes was the final authority on cleaning and sanitizing interviews, coding

narratives, and entering them into Atlas/ti.

Transferring data to Atlas/ti

Entering data into Atlas/ti was not analogous to entering numeric data into
software. Cleaned and sanitized primary documents — whole interviews, not variable
values, were entered into the analytic software. The keeper of the codes converted
cleaned and sanitized files into a plain text format and uploaded each individual interview
into what Atlas/ti calls an Hermeneutic Unit (HU). Technically, a complete narrative
dataset gathered on one project or on one research topic comprises one hermeneutic unit
in Atlas/ti. Interviews are called primary documents. Codes, comments, quotations,
concept relationships, and so on associated with a primary document comprise an HU,

which eases handling of massive datasets.

Advantages of the Atlas/ti Method

Atlas/ti automates data handling, but in effect mirrors the way ethnographers
handled data by hand with 3 x 5 cards and stacks of interview, observation, comments,
queries, and future research directions in notebooks 30 years ago. Traditional
ethnographers take hard copy interviews and break them into meaningful elements, add
comments and questions about them, and cross-link them with other interviews and
elements, forming a network of integrated ‘basic elements of meaning’ and related

comments, questions, ideas for future interviews and analysis, and so on.
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Atlas/ti automates this process on two levels. First, Atlas/ti allows for the
segmentation of interview text into meaningful units, such as words, phrases, acts, and
events. Atlas/ti does not analyze narrative data in the sense that it identifies behavior
patterns and cultural themes in the absence of an analyst’s specific queries about
linkages. Atlas/ti yields whatever we enter. This program cannot do the simplest types
of data analysis, such as cross-tabs or frequencies.

Atlas/ti’s strength falls on data management, which requires a massive effort on a
dataset as large as 564 interviews. Atlas/ti makes explicit all narrative data, code use,
researcher comments on codes, quotations that are examples of codes, and coded
distribution. Hand sorting of 3 x 5 note card that would take hours, takes seconds with
Atlas/ti. Atlas/ti allows narratives to be quantified by allowing analysts to compare, in

this case, 564 answers to the same questions.

Weaknesses of Atlas/ti

On the other side, Atlas/ti mechanics are difficult to master. Atlas/ti has its own
technical vocabulary that must be mastered in order to achieve any type of analysis. Its
menus are obtuse and its built-in instructions are incomplete and often confusing,
especially to new users. Statements describing how to integrate analytic process are
poorly written. Researchers must be prepared to invest a great deal of time and effort and

staff training to use Atlastti.

Codes and Coding
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Codes are short-hand versions of significant content in interview narratives.
Applying a set of codes to interview narratives for the purpose of identifying code
frequency, code-use patterns, code co-occurrences, and tracking ideas, attitudes, social
processes, and interviewees’ interpretations has been called text analysis. Text analysis
‘discovers’ and then applies codes. Codes are word labels for acts, events, processes, and
their combinations. Codes enable us to identify and track in an interview text, acts, such
as ‘Coco ripped off T-Man’s shoes’; social processes, such as debt: ‘T-Bone owed
Jimmy John $200 and got beat up behind it’; attitudes, such as ‘rapists are psychos’;
beliefs, such as ‘rapists are weak’; and, interpretations, such as ‘“Tim didn’t get raped, he

likes hard sex.’

Structural and Thematic Codes

Structural codes

Structural codes assign a distinctive identifier to each interview question. This
permits analysts to generate a list of responses for each structurally coded question. For
each structural code, we can output response locations among all interviews. For
example, the interview question “Have you ever known a rape victim who was killed?”
was denoted by the structural code “Rape_Victim_Kill”. Atlas/ti not only allows
researchers to easily find the question’s corresponding narrative in each survey, it also
allows researchers to query all responses to this question. Since structural codes are
embedded into the text interview, Atlas/ti automates the coding process by searching for

the embedded codes and coding the entire response.
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Thematic codes

A code represents a heuristic form, or shorthand version, of a theme. Themes are
products of inductive analysis and were identified by analyzing hundreds of interviews.
In this project rape was a primary theme. Fourteen themes were inductively derived from
the interview narratives. Each primary theme had sub-themes, which offered additional
details about a theme. Sub-themes made coding narratives easier to code for details. If
the code rape were used to code all incidents where inmates discussed sexual violence,
analysis could not easily distinguishing among the incidents. Sub-codes allowed for
easier identification of detailed information. Codes were treated as nominal, or
qualitative, variables (see Appendix E for the thematic codebook, and Appendix F for the
SPSS codebook).

Enumerated below are examples taken directly from Atlas/ti illustrating thematic
coding of narrative data. This illustrated code is: [T_Sex_Theory Time]. This code
refers to inmates’ theories on how doing time influences inmate sexual behavior. This
code was derived via induction. The label P92: PSF8-4.txt - 92:146 (460:462) was a
reference number: P92 refers to the interview number in the HU; PSF8-4 refers to a
specific interview (F=female prison); and (460-462) refers to the initial and end line
number of the quotation. Data below are verbatim from Atlas/ti.

P20: PSM3-6.txt - 20:117 (475:480) (Super)

Codes: [T_Sex_Theory Time]
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“There really is no straight person, just someone who has
never been touched yet, especially here, they might start off
that way, but if they got 90 years it’s just a matter

of time, so they’re just not touched yet.”

The next example illustrates multi-coded responses. Note that the single thematic
code [T_Sex_Theory Time] attaches to the structural code [SP_Groups_Other] (SP
refers to social process section of instrument). A second thematic code attaches as well
[T_Inmate_SR_Predator]. There are two thematic codes concatenated to a structural
code.

P16: PSM3-2.txt - 16:73 (614:618) (Super)

Codes: [T_Inmate SR _Predator] [T_Sex_Theory Time]
SP_Groups_Other: It can go either way, time will rub off
on some people , they been down 15 or 20 years they get
into that mold and feel like they gotta rape people or take
everything, that’s the way prison life is. Or at least was.

Text coding requires an intensive familiarity with thematic codes and their
distinctive features. Coding text requires the ability to spot narratives that correspond to
thematic codes and to spot narratives that express important concepts for which there are

no thematic codes.

Coding process

Coders attended ATLAS/ti training workshops. Once the mechanics of Atlas/ti

were mastered, coders practiced coding on interview narratives. Atlas/ti and code
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training were conducted Dr. Gery Ryan, Rand Corporation, Santa Monica, CA. Coders
practiced on narratives until their coding matched the CO-PI coding.

Coding doesn’t refer to a procedure that, once done the first time, ends. Rather
coding must be done repeatedly as the narrative base increases in size and complexity.
As the interview narrative base increases so does the complexity of codes and inter-
relationships among codes. Today’s coding may have to revise coding done previously
given shifting ideas and interpretations. Atlas/ti allows researchers to house a large set of
codes and code definitions. An example of thematic code as it appears in Atlas/ti follows
below.

T _Sex_SZ_Institution

Description: institutional social control from having sex;
Institutional safe zones, sex avoidance techniques
Inclusion Criteria: any mention of institutional safety and
security used to stop rape or sex

Exclusion Criteria: officer specific activity (monitoring,
write-ups)

Examples: single cell as a way to prevent rape or sex;
Periphery Examples: Prisney world (inmates term to refer
to a safe, quiet penitentiary)

Code training helped to broaden inclusion and exclusion criteria in order to aid in
code consistency. Additionally, after initial coding by a member of the research team,
the CO-PI second coded all interviews to ensure consistent coding across team members.

If coding errors were found, all team members were notified and the distinctive criteria
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for ATLAS/ti was updated to highlight the problem. Two additional coding “in-service”
type workshops were conducted during the coding process to ensure accurate coding

throughout the duration of the project. The CO-PI made final decisions on coding.

Data Entry and Verification

Quantitative data were derived by hand from narrative responses and placed into
SPSS. The CO-PI began this process by identifying which questions would likely yield
quantifiable information. In order to verify the entered data, SPSS data entry builder was
used. This program allows for easy entry and verification of SPSS datasets.

Atlas/ti counts terms, phrases, and expressions. However, the number of times
particular terms, phrases, and expressions appear across narratives does not necessarily
reflect cultural significance. Thematic code T_Inmate_SR_Punk {248-0} was applied
248 times in 564 interviews to questions about the social dynamics of family roles of
punks. For Example:

“SD_Family_Roles: They [punks] do what the women do, a stay at home mom,

take care of the cell, make guys food for him. Carry drugs and shanks if their

dudes are in the business, like a mule in a sense, will do whatever to keep their
man out of the hole. I've seen the homo stab someone just to go to the hole to be
with their man, very loyal.”

Analysts are still left with the problem of determining cultural significance of punks and

they fit into the broader scheme of socio-sexual activity.
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Themes and cultural significance

The term code and theme are synonymous. Codes are concepts in a relativist
cultural system that has ‘meaning’ to participants. The Atlas/ti dataset includes
TQCOUNT="51266" [total codes used with quotations marked]. A code doesn’t
represent a true or observed score in traditional quantitative analysis. To calculate mean
code use per interview or code use per 100 interviews would have neither cultural nor
statistical significance. Code prevalence provided no inference about cultural
significance. Why? Speech cannot be controlled in open-ended interviews. Language
can generate an infinite number of utterances. A prison speech community does not
represent a finite number of utterances. Therefore, “new” data—new ways to talk about
rape and explain it, are continuously generated. A prison speech community has infinite
creative expression. Terms, expressions, phrases cannot be controlled frequency. Codes
are not scores, do not have numeric value, and cannot be manipulated statistically since
they have no numeric value.

Themes

Cultural themes represent categories of prison culture knowledge. Noted below
are themes isolated in a national cross-section of interview discourse.® These themes are
inmates’ facts, beliefs, opinions, and attitudes. This list was compiled by reading and re-
reading 564 interviews and tracking occurrences of similar ideas and variations among
similar ideas.”® While theme frequency by itself does not necessarily denote cultural

significance, theme frequency does help sort idiosyncratic occurrences from broadly

19 Our interview data will be accessible to the public. If one were to read 100 interviews focusing on
answers to the questions in the Rape Section, these themes would occur and recur repeatedly.

% The model of code derives from linguistic analysis. The point here refers to, for instance, a verb
paradigm where variations are created on a base form. Rape would be a base form; types of rape are
variations.
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shared themes. If only 10 inmates said that, for instance, inmate debts never lead to
physical or sexual violence but 500 said otherwise an analyst would be inclined to stress

that latter over the former.

Substantive and Conceptual Themes

This analysis identified substantive and conceptual themes. These complement
and expand those reported in prison literature. Substantive themes refer directly or
indirectly to inmate behavior. Reading and rereading inmate interviews looking for
similarities and differences in answers to the same questions would eventually result in
the recurrence of themes. A list of substantive themes derived from these narratives

follows below.

Substantive themes

Most rapes occur at night in cells.

e Inmates with debts may or may be raped for a refusal to repay debts.

e White inmates generally know few inmates inside and are therefore vulnerable.

e New inmates are vulnerable to rape.

e Inmates convicted of sexual offenses against children may be raped.

e Physically small inmates are more likely to be raped than large inmates.

e Some inmates worry about rape while others don’t.

e Consent to same-sex relations works as an adaptation to prison life for some inmates.
e Strategies such as ‘riding’ with a gang, joining a religious group, hanging out with
experienced inmates, are types of social adaptation to prison life that provide safety

and social contact-friendships.
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Conceptual themes

This research generated highly abstract themes, such as inner homosexual. Such
highly abstract themes are interpretable within the context of prison culture. They
represent a short-hand for a complex set of cultural values and norms. Within the

category of conceptual themes some are simple, others are highly abstract.

Simple conceptual themes

e Mentally weak inmates are raped more easily than mentally tough inmates.

e Degree of toughness refers to an inmate’s decision to stand up and be a man and be
beaten up instead of raped.

e White inmates cannot fight as well as black inmates.

e White inmates are weak.

e Inmates who were homosexuals in the community command more respect from
general population than weak inmates who are ‘turned out,” engage in homosexual
acts out of fear.

e Heterosexual women who had families in the community may pursue a homosexual
prison lifestyle as a personal choice, absent of sexual coercion.

e New women inmates decide to get involved in the homosexual scene soon after

entering prison.

Abstract cultural themes

e If aman believes he can be raped he’s already been raped.
e A man cannot be raped unless he wants to be.

e Men and women inmates may choose to remain outside the homosexual scene.

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



104

In the analysis of the culture of prison rape substantive and conceptual themes are
integrated to form prison culture’s worldview of inmate sexual behavior. Future prison
culture studies may find these themes useful as a priori themes, or themes brought to the
analysis of data by researchers.

Validity

Ethnographic method doesn’t consider power, type | and type Il error, or effect
size. Instead, measures of validity would be best achieved by asking interviewees
culturally relevant questions. An ethnographic analysis uses cultural data (that is, what
people know about a subject) and has internal validity if the analysis yields a description
that accurately captures a way of life in a community. Ethnographic validity limited to
interview data would be expressed through a consistency of cultural descriptions. Do
data from 30 research sites share lexical and cultural similarities? Or do the data show a
wide disparity in cultural variance? If single institution data show overlapping themes
there are grounds to argue for cultural internal validity. If multiple institutions’ themes
overlap there are grounds for external validity.

Clemmer’s theory of prison culture as a shared body of prison knowledge
included substantive and conceptual themes. The validity of a cultural study can be
tested by using it as a set of instructions for living inside prison. If new inmates knew
nothing about prison life, a cultural analysis should provide them with information to
allow him to behavior in culturally appropriate ways. A culturally valid analysis
represents a book of instructions on how to behavior like an inmate. The dynamic

process to acquire those instructions would be prisonization.
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CHAPTER 3. SOCIO-CULTURAL AND VERBAL DYNAMICS OF SEXUAL
VIOLENCE
“Man, rape! You see it everywhere, TV and movies, newspapers.”
Clemmer wrote that “culture may be defined as those artificial objects,
institutions, modes of life or thought which are not peculiarly individual, but which
characterize a group and have both special and temporal contiguity. . . . that complex
whole . . . includes knowledge, belief, art, morals, law, custom, and any other
capabilities and habits acquired by man as a member of society.” Culture, wrote
Clemmer, was supra-individual: culture had the ability to transmit knowledge and rules
of behavior, attitudes, and beliefs maintaining homogeneity between generations.
Today’s inmates, according to Clemmer’s construct of culture, would share to a large
degree the culture of knowledge and rules of behavior of earlier generations of inmates.
Clemmer’s theory of supra-individual culture? offers insight into how prison
scholarship may resolve interpretations of different findings on prison sexual violence.
Lockwood (1994) found homosexual rape was a "rare event." He noted that writers and
inmates "have been perpetuating certain ideas about prison sexual violence that are not
supported by systematic research on the topic.” He also disputed unsupported inferences
that sexual-assault victims are "low status" offenders, like child molesters (cf. Bowers,
1982). Tewksbury (1989) found that inmates repeatedly said they heard occasional

rumors about but didn’t witness sex violence. Nevertheless:

21 DiMaggio (1997) wrote: “Cognitive research confirms views of culture as fragmented . . . and
illuminates supra-individual aspects of culture. Individuals experience culture as disparate bits of
information and as schematic structures that organize that information” (DiMaggio, 1997, 263-287).
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Inmates reported rates of homosexual activity at or below general [societal]
population. The estimations of these [coerced sexual] activities in the institution
are much higher than self-reported incidence. About 7% report attempts at
coercion, but no one reported being raped. However, inmates estimated that 14%
or inmates had been sexually assaulted or raped while in prison (pp. 34-39).
Clemmer’s theory of cultural prisonization would account for ostensibly
contradictory findings, such as Lockwood (1994), Struckman-Johnson and Struckman-
Johnson (2002) and Tewksbury (1989). Clemmer’s theory argues that prison culture has
both consistency in a core body of knowledge and consistency in variation of knowledge.
The dynamic of prisonization requires multiple modes of knowledge acquisition.
Watching, listening, and trial-and-error behavior are the basis of prisonization.
Prisonization by definition includes a range of knowledge. Thus, as inmates are
prisonized they acquire different perspectives. Inmates possess bits and pieces of the
total aggregate of knowledge of prison culture. Therefore, research data on sexual
violence gathered by interviewing inmates would, by definition, indicate variance in
inmates’ attitudes, beliefs, and opinions on prison life. Thus, variance and consensus are
expected in interview research data.
Clemmer’s supra-individual culture theory would argue that variance measured in
a cross-section of a prison population or many institutions would be repeated in a
consistent way over generations of inmates. Clemmer’s argument that culture has a
supra-individual nature accounts for the transmission of both a core body of and
variability within prison knowledge. Cultural agreement and variance are normalized and

constitute the body of knowledge known collectively as prison culture. Struckman-
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Johnson and Struckman-Johnson’s 2002 and Tewksbury’s 1989 data are an example of
this phenomenon: obtained at different times in prisons with different missions (women
vs. men) these researchers’ inmates estimated similar prevalence rates of prison rape.

Seventy-years of prison scholarship has shown consistent patterns of inmate
thought about prison sexual behavior, sexual violence, and the interpretation of these
complex topics. Terminology cited 50 to 60 years, such as wolves and punks, have
remained within inmate vernacular. Abstract concepts such as inmate ‘weakness’ and
‘strength,” patterns of women’s pseudo-families, men inmates’ talk of daddies, boys, and
sons are the patterns of thought and speech symbolized by the term culture.

Prisonization creates a dynamic social-learning and speech acquisition model that
functions to transmit knowledge about prison life. Speech messages impute information
about the general context of prison and specific contexts of prison life. Lockwood’s
inmates reported no rape; Struckman-Johnson and Struckman-Johnson’s and
Tewksbury’s reported otherwise, but their findings are not contradictory as cultural
statements. Rather their findings and others like them should be anticipated and expected
when inmates’ knowledge of prison life was acquired outside and inside prison and over
different periods of time and circumstance within prison.

The implications of differential prisonization are significant. Qualitative and
quantitative analysis tease variance out of data but neither approach can explain the
origin of the variance without the concept of supra-individual culture. If inmates
consistently report both sexual violence and the lack of sexual violence how can analysts
account for both options in such a way that these findings are useful to public-policy

makers hoping to improve prison conditions? Clemmer’s theory would argue that
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ostensibly contradictory findings are indeed mutually compatible within, and the very

nature of, a system of prison cultural knowledge.

Differential Prisonization: Importation of Diversity of Prison Culture Knowledge

Inmate Socio-Demographics

Undoubtedly a reasonable assessment, every inmate knows something about sex.
Physical, emotional, and sexual characteristics of inmates brought into prison. The
importation of sexual preferences and the use of sexual behavior as an adaptation to
prison social life sexualizes prison culture. Inmates’ knowledge of prison rape and their
range of subjective interpretations of prison rape likely depend on their experience inside
and outside prison. Based on this premise, a managerial response to inmate sexuality
would be facilitated by interpretation of inmate demographics. A prison population may
shift its acceptability of sexual violence in a manner analogous to shifting correctional
officers’ attitudes toward inmates’ sexual behavior.

Clemmer’s theory of differential prisonization and its influences by pre-
imprisonment behavior suggested a finite list of variables, which would provide a general
sense of sampled inmates’ socio-cultural and socio-sexual experiences. We assumed the
universality of prison culture, that is, prison culture has significant common features; that
inmates passed through prisonization processes in similar ways; and that inmates share a
language base of prison lexicon learned within the context of prison culture. A lexicon
refers to a dictionary and to an inventory of terminology unique to a specialized subject
or profession; argot refers to a dialect—criminal or inmate argot refers to vocabulary,

expressions, and speech styles definitive of criminals or inmates.
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Knowledge refers to the psychological or cognitive results of perceptions,
reasoning, and learning. Table 1 variables would influence inmates’ imported
knowledge and experience of sex, which would then influence prisonization issues, such
as housing and employment assignments and inmate classification. The content of
interview data would depend to some degree on measures of inmates’ sexual importation.
These measures include inmates’ sex, history and levels of violence, time spent in prison
on current sentence, number of periods of incarceration, and total life-time in prison.
However, it would be difficult to determine what inmates learned before and after periods
of imprisonment.

Table 1 measures conviction offense and prison history. Men inmates’ mean
time served on current sentence was 69.3 months for men and for women, 70.9 months.
Long years in prison culture likely suggest a high degree of consensus of categories of
knowledge of prison culture, especially physical and sexual violence as rape or coercive
or consensual sex. Clemmer’s theory of culture posits that prisonization would lead to a
relatively high degree of shared knowledge. The degree of shared knowledge would be

discernable in bivariate analysis.

Prison-experienced inmates may have, given limitations posited by Clemmer’s
theory of prisonization, exposure to prison rape and other types of sexual violence.
Several variables infer an adolescent derivation of a common basis of prison knowledge
among interviewed inmates. While 67.5 percent of men and 81.3 percent of women
inmates had no juvenile detention imprisonment, among those who did, the mean age at

incarceration for men was 13.6 and women was 14.2 years. Men served a mean time of
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17.2 months, while women served 12.6 months. By age of majority, 32.5 percent of men
and 28.7 percent of women of the interview sample were prison-experienced inmates.

The best interview data come from the most knowledgeable “natives’ in the
culture. Table 1 data show that 66.3 percent of men and 46.3 percent of women served
more than 60 months; 63.1 percent of men and 35.1 percent of women had already served
more than 120 months, or 10 plus years, at the time of their interview. Interviewing
inmates with more than 10 years in prison has a benefit of gaining a longitudinal sense of
what prison rape circumstances are like today vs. 10 plus years. Inmates with long
sentences comment on today’s prison management vs. prison management and prison
rape of 10 to 15 years ago. Inmates’ comments occur later in the report.

Table 1 Demographics and Offense Statistics

Total Men Women
Num % Num % Num %
*Current Conviction
Violent 358 64.7 288 71.3 70 47.0
Non-Violent 107 19.3 69 17.1 38 25.5
Drug 88 15.9 47 11.6 41 27.5
*Violent Offense by Type
Homicide 157 43.7 121 42.0 36 50.7
Sex Offense 64 178 61 212 3 4.2
Robbery 82 22.8 67 23.3 15 21.1
Other 55 15.3 38 13.2 17 23.9
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Current Sentence in Months

1-60 180 31.9 110 21.7 70 47.3
61-120 66 11.7 40 9.9 26 17.6
121 - 300 103 18.3 82 20.2 21 14.2
301 or more 205 36.3 174 42.9 31 20.9
Months Served 69.30 75.30 53.22
Prior Incarcerations
0 302 535 205 50.1 97  62.6
1 131 23.2 103 25.2 28 18.1
2 65 11.5 49 12.0 16 10.3
3 or more 66 11.7 52 12.7 14 9.0
Total Months in State Prison 106.73 120.27 70.99
Ever in Federal Prison
No 551 97.7 397 97.1 154 99.4
Yes 13 2.3 12 2.9 1 0.6
Mean age at first incarceration 25.59 24.32 28.93
Juvenile Detention?
No 402 71.3 276 67.5 126 81.3
Yes 162 28.7 133 32.5 29 18.7
Mean age at first admission 13.74 13.64 14.21
Mean months incarcerated 16.46 17.28 12.69
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Number times disciplinary

segregation

0 276 49.6 183 454 93 60.4
1-4 168 30.2 132 32.8 36 234
5+ 113 20.3 88  21.8 25  16.2

*p<.001

Table 2 data show a similar cross-gender racial composition of the sample. Data

show men’s mean age at incarceration was 24.3 years; women’s mean age was 28.9

years. Their average age at the time of interviews was 36.6 and 36.8 for men and

women, respectively. Sampled men and women inmates had many years in the

community to develop family lives and have a variety of sexual experiences. Pre-

imprisonment sexual experiences receive more attention later in the report.

Table 2 Sampled Inmates' Marriage History and Pre-imprisonment Sexual Preferences

Total Men Women
Num % Num % Num %

Race

Black 264  46.8 202 494 62 40.0

White 227  40.2 154  37.7 73 471

Hispanic 56 9.9 42 103 14 9.0

Other 17 3.0 11 2.7 6 1.1
Mean Age 36.69 36.64 36.8
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Sexual Preference

Straight 438  83.6 342  83.6 9% 619

Gay 64 114 36 8.8 28 181

Bisexual 62 11.0 31 7.6 31 20.0
# Marriages

0 300 53.5 231 56.8 69 448

1 197 35.1 136 334 61 39.6

2 46 8.2 28 6.9 18 117

3+ 18 3.3 12 2.2 6 3.8
Currently Married?

No 471 83.5 344 841 127  81.9

Yes 93 165 65 159 28 181
Married Prior to Incarceration?

No 4 4.3 4 6.2 0 0

Yes 89 957 61 938 28 100.0
Mean length of current marriage 138.23 129.24 157.97
Children

None 161 314 122 33.0 39 275

1 108 211 83 224 25 176

2 113 221 82 222 31 218

3+ 130 254 83 224 47  33.1
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Table 2 shows data on current marriages and marriages prior to incarceration:
15.9 of men and 18.1 percent of women reported being married at the time of the
interview (are you currently married?), leaving 84.1 percent of men and 81.9 percent of
women unmarried at the time of the interview. One-hundred percent of women of
currently married women reported their marriage occurred before their imprisonment;
93.8 of men reported a pre-imprisonment marriage. This leaves 6.2 percent who were
married while imprisoned on their current sentence. Even though 63.1 percent of men
and 35.1 percent of women inmates had been imprisoned more than 10 years at the time
of the interview, their marriages were stable, if length of marriage measures marital
stability. Currently married men and women had been married on average for more than
10 years at the time of the interview. A study of married inmates’ in-prison lives was

well outside the scope of this research.

Verbal Exposure to Sexual Victimization

Clemmer’s theory posits that inmates are influenced by what they hear in different
contexts of prison life. Exposure to multiple types of personal experiences in prison
would give inmates similar experiences on some issues but different experiences on
others. Interview data would show variance on what, and how much inmates know. They
would also have different exposure to, and interpretations of verbal messages. As a
speech community prisons are widely diverse in speech topics and ways of speaking.
What’s more, information brought into prison about sexual violence may influence
inmates’ initial perception of the dangerousness of prison life. Even before inmates enter

prison they may possess knowledge, beliefs, and attitudes about prison sex and sexual
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violence. These may be opposite from or exaggerated forms of prison reality
(Lockwood, 1980).

Prison research findings suggested five data-collection dimensions. First, sources
of information about prison sexual violence come via direct observations or participation
as a perpetrator or victim should be sources of information distinguished from indirectly
acquired knowledge. Second, inmates’ perceptions of their environment would be
influenced by information they acquired via verbal messages. Third, if prison sexual
violence were a serious problem it would threaten inmates’ personal safety or at very
least causes them to worry. Fourth, images of prison rape appear in movies and are aired
on television. In a situation analogous to violence visual imagery influencing children,
inmates may be strongly influenced seeing egregious acts of sexual violence. Fifth, at the
extreme of hearing about sexual violence, inmates are likely to be exposed to inflated,
exaggerated, twisted, and obscured tales of sexual violence analogous to urban myths, or
a type of folklore, about, for instance, gang initiation. Such exposure may influence how
they perceive the prison environment and their perception of safety.

To measure these dimensions five questions were asked: 1) Do you know for
sure of a rape in this institution or any other prison you’ve been in? (2) If you haven’t
seen a rape firsthand, have you heard about an inmate being raped? (3) Are people
worried about rape? Is it a big threat? (4) Have you ever seen a rape, like in the movies?
(5) Is there rape folklore like stories about notorious rapists of long ago?

In brief these questions had five outcomes. These are cultural themes that appear
regularly in interview data and are corroborated by previous modern and historical

research. First, the percentage of inmates who report “for sure” knowledge of rape falls
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below reports of hearing about prison rape (Tewksbury, 1989). Second, relatively high
levels of hearing about rape do not necessarily influence inmates’ perceptions of prison
safety. Third, verbal messages of prison rape are not reinforced by visual experiences
witnessing egregious prison rape. Fourth, despite verbal exposure to prison rape
incidents and rapists, inmates express little fear of or worry about prison rape. Fifth,
inmates recognize exaggerated tales of prison rape and rapists distinguishing them from
more realistic verbal messages; the exaggerated tales have no necessary influence on

inmates’ perceptions of prison safety.

“For-sure” knowledge of prison rape

Table 3 and Table 4 analysis shows women inmates report a lower level of for-
sure knowledge of prison rape than men. However, the women’s reports of for-sure rape
decline over time served, especially after 10 years. However, men’s agreement on for-
sure rape increases to 29.7 from 12.3 percent and to 34.8 from 12.6 percent after 5 and 10
years served, respectively. Tewksbury (1989) reported 14 percent of inmates had been
sexually assaulted or raped while in prison” (pp. 34-39). Men and women inmates who

served less than 5and 10 years report high levels of no for-sure rape.
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Table 3 Inmates’ Perceptions of For-Sure Knowledge of Prison Rape by Gender and

Time Served-5yrs.

Total 5or less Years >5 Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 132 95.0 90 96.8 42 91.3

Yes 7 5.0 3 3.2 4 2.9
*Men

No 290 78.0 143 87.7 147 70.3

Yes 82 22.0 20 12.3 62 29.7
*p<.001

Table 4 Inmates’ Perceptions of For-Sure Knowledge of Prison Rape by Gender and

Time Served-10yrs.

Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 132 95.0 103 96.3 29 90.6

Yes 7 5.0 4 3.7 3 94
*Men

No 290 78.0 187 87.4 103 65.2

Yes 82 22.0 27 12.6 95 34.8
*p<.001
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Inmate comments:
“I’m not aware that any [rape] of it’s going on. | hear stories that they caught so
and so spooning in a bed or in the showers. I’ve never witnessed this going on.
The worst I’ve ever had was a guy in the bunk above me masturbating in the
middle on the night. I’ve heard about yada yada, being caught bent over a table
while somebody else is butt-fucking them. 1’ve only got my two eyes and ears to
do all this. Narrow range in who you come into contact with. See black guys who
wear their hair in curls, Kool-Aid lipstick, we chide them, but we don’t approve of
it. He’s going to chide them a little bit; he’s got his own stupid issues, like holy
crap. Every once in awhile I joke, ““I wish | was gay; I’m in a men’s prison, what

better place to be gay,” but no thank you.”

“I believe she lied to her other girlfriend [about being raped]. When she got
caught [cheating] she decided that it was rape. It is really hard to test to decide if

they were raped.”

“Heard about™ prison rape

Table 13 and Table 6 shows men and women inmates report significantly higher
levels of hearing about rape than knowing for-sure about rape. Hearing about rape over
time among women inmates does not increase at a significantly high rate. The
percentage of men who hear about rape with less than five years more than doubles when
men have served more than five years to 70.4 from 29.6 percent. Men inmates who have
served less than 10 years and women who have served less than five years have heard

about rape at a similar level even though both reported low levels of for-sure rape. For-
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sure knowledge of rape and hearing about rape, controlling for gender and time served,
show that inmates are exposed to a high level of verbal versus visual messages about
prison rape. Such a high level of verbal exposure in the context of a low level of visual
exposure seems consistent with Clemmer’s theory of supra-individual culture and cultural
transmission of prison rape knowledge, independent of first-hand exposure to prison rape.
Saum, et. al.”’s 1995 finding that 59.9 percent of men inmates felt attempted rapes may
occur at least once a month seem influenced more by what inmates heard than by first-
hand observation.

Table 5 Inmates’ Perceptions of Hearing about Prison Rape by Gender and Time Served-

oyrs.
Total 5or less Years >5 Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 83 60.1 58 63.0 25 54.3

Yes 55 39.9 34 37.0 21 45.7
*Men

No 150 42.1 91 59.9 59 28.9

Yes 206 57.9 61 40.1 145 71.1
*p<.001
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10yrs.
Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 131 91.0 99 88.4 32 100.0

Yes 13 9.0 13 11.6 0 0.0
*Men

No 295 78.7 174 54.7 121 25.8

Yes 80 21.3 42 45.3 38 74.2
*p<.001

Inmates commented:

“[Rape] probably happens, but I haven’t heard of any.”

“It was like three Mexicans, it was in a unit, they ran in on some young White kid,
and that’s just what | heard. It happened seven years ago. They ran into the cell.
It was like two years later that | heard about it through another individual.”
“Yeah, many times, they raped this dude, 10 or 15 of them raped him, he was

messed up, his insides were messed up, they shoved bottles up there, | heard that

many times.”

Threats of and worry about prison rape

Table 7 and
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Table 8 show inmates’ estimate of the level of threat and worry engendered by
sexual violence. Even though 39.9 and 57.9 percent of women and men inmates,
respectively, have heard about rape, inmates report low levels of feeling threatened by
and worried about rape. The level of for-sure knowledge of prison rape for men, 22.0
percent, closely approximates their level of threat and worry over more than five and 10
years.

Table 7 Inmates’ Perceptions of Threats and Worry about Prison Rape by Gender and

Time Served-5yrs

Total 5or less Years >5 Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 131 91.0 88 89.8 43 93.5

Yes 13 9.0 10 10.2 3 6.5
Men

No 295 78.7 130 79.8 165 77.8

Yes 80 21.3 33 20.2 47 22.2
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Table 8 Inmates’ Perceptions of Threats and Worry about Prison Rape by Gender and

Time Served-10yrs

Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 131 91.0 99 88.4 32 100.0

Yes 13 9.0 13 11.6 0 0.0
Men

No 295 78.7 174 80.6 121 76.1

Yes 80 21.3 42 194 38 23.9

Inmates commented:
“Worry about rape, if you're weak, yeah. But if you're not that weak and can pay
attention to your surroundings it's not that bad. We're mainly worried about

people cutting each other up, not rape.”

“No, because it doesn’t happen much or if it does it’s with lovers.”

“From what | am seeing it has changed a lot you get free world time and charges.

There are some units where | am sure it happens everyday. This unit is not bad.”

“Until you’ve done maybe two or three months maybe. The younger generation is
worried, with all the rap and gangsta movies, they watch; all they see are

criminology and gangsta movies on TV, they’re dumb-asses, they get here and for
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the first six months, you come through [UNIT NAME] and you’re in an enclosed
atmosphere, there’s a guard on your ass the whole time, it is impossible for
something to happen. Then all of a sudden you’re in a unit, now you start to

worry.”

Exposure to Media-like Portrayals of Prison Rape

“Movie gang rapes don't happen in here. They are pretty strict about checking the
showers & things, | can't say it has never happened, but I’ve never heard of it and
inmate gossip goes really fast.”

This question tried to remove ambiguity from inmates’ perceptions of what may
or may not be considered rape by comparing a prison rape to sensationalized media-like
images of prison rape. Table 99 and Table 10 show that women inmates, independent of
time served, reported few if any cases of media-like rape. Men inmates with less than
five year served perceived similar level of media-like rape cases. As time served

increases, so does inmates’ perception of sensationalized rape.
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Table 9 Inmates’ Perceptions of Media-like Portrayals of Prison Rape by Gender and

Time Served-5yrs.

5 or less Years > 5 Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 140 98.6 95 99.0 45 97.8

Yes 2 1.4 1 1.0 1 2.2
*Men

No 332 88.1 156 94.0 176 83.4

Yes 45 11.9 10 6.0 35 16.6
*p < .001

Table 10 Inmates’ Perceptions of Media-like Portrayals of Prison Rape by Gender and

Time Served-10yrs.

<10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 140 98.6 109 99.1 31 96.9

Yes 2 1.4 1 0.9 1 3.1
*Men

No 332 88.1 208 94.1 124 79.5

Yes 45 11.9 13 5.9 32 20.5
*p < .001
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Inmates commented:

“I heard about it, caught a dude in the shower, in old [OTHER PRISON], the
carwash, ain't no lights in the shower in old [OTHER PRISON], | done heard too
many stories, one dude walk up in there the first day goes all the way in the back

and fifteen dudes come in and rape him and stuff.”

“Not in sixteen years.”

“[1] never witnessed a rape. I’ve talked to people after they were raped. Have a
friend who was gay so not really rape, they put a broomstick up in him cause he
owed them money or something. | have another friend who was raped by her own
boyfriend and now she’s saying she’s not gay anymore. She wanted to break up
but he didn’t want to so she stopped having sex. They opened all the doors for
chow and he walked down the run and pushed her in the cell and they had sex but
she didn’t want to have sex, but she cried to us about it. She can’t write home, the

family don’t care.”

“No—no sticking knife in bootie or cut open a bootie like American Me.”

Urban mythology

Urban myths are a type of modern folklore. These myths may be grounded in
distant reality or truly fictional. They are distorted, twisted, and exaggerated, and told as
if they were true. Boxing Betty and Brutus (see below) may well have their origin on

prison compounds of 10, 20 or 50 years ago, but nevertheless the cultural messages these
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tales carry ring true for today’s inmates. Fleisher’s 1989 study of maximum-security
penitentiary discussed the social functions of inmate and staff urban myths. Topics were
behaviors of penitentiary life, such as homicide and severe physical assaults. But the
tales themselves were judged by staff and inmates as fantastical but fun stories to share.

Table 11 shows that women and men inmates reported hearing prison rape urban
myths (folklore). Women and men who served less than five years reported hearing tales,
34.5 and 56.1 percent, respectively. Women who served more than 10 years jumped to
56.4 percent, and men to 67.7 percent.

Table 11 Exposure to Prison Rape Urban Myths by Gender and Time Served, 5yrs.

Total 5or less Years >5 Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 72 58.5 55 65.5 17 43.6

Yes 51 41.5 29 34.5 22 56.4
Men

No 131 37.4 68 43.9 63 32.3

Yes 219 62.6 87 56.1 132 67.7

Table 12 shows that exposure to rape folklore among men inmates who served
more than 10 years jumped to 71.5 percent while percentages for other inmates remained
relatively constant compared to less and more than five-year sentences.

Clemmer’s theory of supra-individual culture would argue that prison rape
folklore influences the perception and categorization of violent acts. Inmates’

categorization of violent sex acts as consensual or coercive or rape may be determined by
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verbal analogies. Characteristics definitive of consensual vs. coercive vs. rape may be
learned in sex stories. A greater exposure to sex lore may lead to greater discrimination
among such sex acts. If, for example, inmates hear a preponderance of sex folklore that
defines violent sex as rape, they may perceive more violent sex as rape. This theoretical
perspective falls in line with, albeit the mirror image of, Alarid’s 2000 finding that
sexually abused women inmates, because of their visual and verbal experiences, redefine
sexual violence and may not perceive violent sex acts as rape.

Table 12 Exposure to Prison Rape Folklore Urban Myths by Gender and Time Served,

10yrs.
Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 72 58.5 59 62.1 13 46.4

Yes 51 41.5 36 37.9 15 53.6
Men

No 131 37.4 90 43.7 41 28.5

Yes 219 62.6 116 56.3 103 71.5

Narratives illustrate a thematically rich men inmate’s verbal history about prison
rape. Men’s folklore has a broad geographic focus and seems more culturally significant
than in women’s prisons. In men’s prisons cultural figures such as Boxing Betty, Purple
Passion, Lick’em Lenny, and Brutus, are identified either by name or activity across the

country. These are not reported or interpreted as scary, foreboding characters. Rather
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they are tales men laugh about. Women’s prison culture has no sexually violent
stereotypical, named characters analogous to men’s characters. Unlike men’s humorous
reports of the antics of folkloric characters, women don’t laugh and joke about sexual
violence.

Boxing Betty appears across the United States. Below are excerpts about Boxing
Betty and Lick’em Lenny and Brutus.

“Boxing Betty was a regular old dude, four dudes raped him in the shower

at old [OTHER STATE PRISON] before they tore it down so he worked

out and started lifting weights and came back five years later and raped

and beat them up every single one of them, he got his get back, I was nine

when this happened. He's gay now, but he made them suck his dick; he's

considered a legend, he's a cool person you would never know.”

Other versions of rape lore combine physical strength, fighting ability, and
homosexuality. Folklore figures exemplify this combination of traits and illustrate the
strength of homosexuals.

“Got a big old dude down there who called Fort Knox, got real old been

on state 28 or 29 years, real big dude, was a professional weightlifter or

something, the thing is, he the girl, he’ll beat somebody up that he might

like and while you laying there knocked out he going to get what he want.

He’s pressing 300Ibs but he like to suck your dick. If you don’t let him, he

knock you out and suck you. You wake up and your pants on down around

your knees and you got a big old knot on your head.”
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“We used to have this one legend that this guy called Boxing Betty, a
homo well-known. He used to box when they had the boxing program. He
liked taking it both ways, and if he seen someone he liked that he wanted

sex with, he’d beat them up and force them to fuck him in the ass.”

“There’s this guy named Brutus; he’s a really big guy supposed to be gay.
He walked around with a weight belt on and told people “hey, you let me
suck you off or I’m going to knock you out, and then he’d do it.”” | met

Bruce in 1990. He was a big guy.”

“There’s this guy they call Lick*em Lenny; he’s what they call a goop

gobbler. He’ll knock them out and then take them [have sex with them]. |

don’t know the guy’s name, that’s his nickname, but apparently he’s a

known homosexual who likes young boys and will suck dick on these

young guys. He’s some weirdo; he pays for cups of semen and will drink

them.”

Women’s sexual abuse experience may in part account for women’s prisons
paucity of sexually violent folkloric characters. However, there are recurrent tales of
sexual assault. A rapist who assaulted victims with a hot curling iron was commonly
cited; however, women who told the tale could not identify either the rape victim or rapist
or where and when it occurred. The assault may have been grounded in reality but was

reported, as urban myths are, as a “did you hear about” or a “friend of a friend” tale.
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More than 50 percent of men inmates had been exposed to folklore about sexual
violence, regardless of time served. Exposure to sexual folklore remains constant for
men under 10 years but jumps to over 70 percent for men with more than 10 years. We
cannot tease apart inmates’ exposure to prison rape via different channels of rape
message communication. Nevertheless first-hand exposure to prison rape occurs far less

often than exposure to symbolic messages.

Prisonization: Verbal Lessons of Socialization

Rape reports that may or may not have actually happened and stories about
characters most inmates know are fictitious create subjective imagery inmates express via
gossip, conversations, jokes, lore, secrets, and so on. Clemmer’s theory of culture argues
that verbal messages are the dominant form of socialization to prison life. These verbal
messages carry information on practical issues and complex social dynamics. Verbal
messages pass between generations. When they are, culture’s supra-individual quality
passes cultural information between generations. Messages about prison rape that
actually occurred and stories like those described above, pass between generations of
inmates. Eventually, acts of rape and urban myths about rape are not easily distinguished
as speakers’ twist and exaggerate tales with each telling.

Inmates have heard stories about rape and rapists. However, few have baseline,
firsthand knowledge of rape as a witness or victim or rapist or companion of a rape
victim. Given inmates’ wide range of experiences inside prison some stories are more
realistic than others. Without certain knowledge of an actual rape, a safe strategy would

be to believe these stories until proven otherwise.
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No matter if rape messages are believed or are descriptions of actual events,
verbal accounts of prison violence and prison rape convey lessons about prison culture
and social life. Lessons are conveyed via prisonization. Verbal messages are the single-
most important dynamic in the transmission of cultural knowledge inside and outside
prison. Prison rape messages impart motivations for violence and nuances in the
meaning of prison behavior. From a broader social science perspective actual inmate
behavior and sexual behavior options captured by verbal messages indicate adaptive
strategies available to men and women in a restricted environment. Verbal messages
with sexual content convey a practical lesson: men and women inmates need not stop
sexual relations, but rather sexual relations should fit the culture and context of the
environment.

Prisonization via verbal messages about sexual behavior and sexual violence are
clearly recognized by inmates. These messages convey to inmates simple but critical
lessons about prison sex and social life. Learn how to behave, but learn quickly. Don’t
get too comfortable with people; they could be deceptive and cunning and want to exploit
you. Avoid behaviors that won’t be tolerated, such as debts and theft. Protect yourself
physically and mentally. Stay strong. Handle your own battles. Be confident and

decisive. Finally, sexual temptation increases with time; if you try it, you might enjoy it.

Differential Prisonization: Integration of Verbal Sources of Knowledge

Clemmer’s theory posits that cultural construction of sexual characters and sexual
behavior are learned and reinforced by verbal messages. Figure 1 illustrates a
relationship between men inmates’ exposure to three types of verbal messages about rape

and their level of worry about or fear of rape. Data show that among men who have
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served less than five years, 56.1 percent reported hearing rape stories and 40.1 percent
reported hearing of a rape. However, 12.3 percent reported knowing a rape occurred “for
sure.” Their level of reported worry or fear about rape was 20.2 percent. Among men
who served more than five years, their reported level of hearing rape stories and hearing
of a rape jumped to 67.7 and 71.1 percent, respectively. Their knowledge of a for-sure
rape increased to 29.7 percent, but their level of fear and worry increased to 22.2 percent.

Figure 1 Men Inmates’ Exposure to Verbal Messages about Prison Rape
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igure 2 illustrates a relationship between women inmates’ exposure to three types
of verbal rape messages. Data show that among women who have served less than five
years, 34.5 percent reported hearing rape stories and 37.0 percent reported hearing of a
rape. However, 3.2 percent reported knowing a rape occurred “for sure” with a level of
worry or fear at 10.2 percent. Among women who served more than five years, their

reported level of hearing rape stories and hearing of a rape increased to 56.4 and 45.7
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percent, respectively. Women’s knowledge of a for-sure rape was 2.9 percent and their
level or worry and fear dropped to 6.5 percent.

Figure 2 Women Inmates’ Exposure to Verbal Messages about Prison Rape
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Cultural Construction of Sexual Assailants

The cultural dialogue of prison sexual aggression across the country included a
variety of players on the sex scene. Some were vulnerable, the punks, sissies, and girls;
some violence, the rapists and bootie bandits; others con men, the turn-out artists.
Rapists, bootie bandits, and turn-out artists are discernable social categories. Their
ubiquitous cultural nature does not necessarily denote their actual existence on prison
compounds nor does it imply that sexual assault occurs on compounds where inmates

recognize these figures.
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Rapist

Regularly reported over many decades in prison research literature was the belief
that prison inmates despised street rapists and child molesters. The cultural interpretation
of prison rape, a prison rapist, and a prison rape victim have broad cultural connotations.
Always, inmates said they abhor rape and rapists. Rapists are negatively stigmatized and
may be targets of violent or non-violent aggression. A rapist or rough turn-out artist may
move into a dorm. If he then pressures inmates, inmates said, he’ll find himself with a
choice: find another residence unit or deal with the violent consequences. There are no
narrative examples of a rapist being killed as a result of committing rape. However,
inmates reported the cultural feasibility of killing a rapist who refuses to abide inmates’
informal social rules. Table 13 and Table 14 show that women inmates rarely report
knowledge of rapist killed as the result of sexual assault. Men inmates who served more
than 5 and 10 years, 22.9 and 25.3 percent, respectively, reported knowing a rapist who

was killed.
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Total 5 or less Years >5 Years
Num % Num % Num %
*Women
No 114 98.3 78 98.7 36 97.3
Yes 2 1.7 1 1.3 1 2.7
*Men
No 305 83.3 147 91.3 158 77.1
Yes 61 16.7 14 8.7 47 22.9
*p < .001
Table 14 Inmates’ Reports of Knowing a Rapist who was Killed in Prison-10yrs
Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %
Women
No 114 98.3 90 98.9 24 96.0
Yes 2 1.7 1 1.1 1 4.0
*Men
No 305 83.3 190 89.6 115 74.7
Yes 61 16.7 22 10.4 39 25.3
*p <.001

Inmate culture conceives of rapists as weaklings and cowards. Their weakness

expresses itself even in their inability to have sexual affairs absent of a surprise violent
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attack. Rapists are repellent; they cannot find willing sexual partners.?> Alone, without
companions, they fall to the margin of inmate society. In inmate parlance, rapists “work
outside the program.”

Social marginality, if for no other reason, casts suspicion on rapists and makes
them potentially dangerous. First, no one knows them, and this in itself makes
mainstream inmates suspicious. Second, if they are unknown, mainstream inmates don’t
know what they do, who they may plot against, who they may snitch on. However,
marginality diminishes their protective affiliations with individual inmates and inmate
groups. If, marginal inmates—rapists and others, have companions, they are likely to be
other marginal inmates. Rapists have few if any affiliations. If they have social ties,
they are linked to other marginal inmates. Thus, rapists found themselves in a network of
marginal and weak inmates. As a consequence, narratives noted, rapists do not have
allies who will help protect them. Well-connected, mainstream inmates won’t risk their
reputation and their affiliations with their allies to support marginal inmates. Without
allies, rapists are open to violent retaliation by victims and their affiliation. By socio-
cultural definition rapists are weak and cannot retaliate if they are assaulted.

A rapist may try to create a strong social image. Men may hang out with a known
rapist, and even back him up if there’s an assault, but such behavior are attempts to curry
his favor out of fear. Hangers-on ‘run a game.” They stay close to a dangerous man,
hoping he doesn’t rape them. However, social proximity won’t prevent rape or physical
assault on a hanger-on. Rapists cannot be trusted. Inmates say sexual predators cannot

be picked out of a crowd.

22 \While inmates’ narratives characterize rapists as socially marginal and therefore ‘weak,’ there are no
studies on the social network structure of inmate society that demonstrate rapists are socially marginal,
have few companions, and have no or few social ties to mainstream inmates.
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Rapists on the compound are well known. They don’t have safe zones. They
can’t ask other inmates for protection; no one will come forward to protect them. And
they can be victims of a violent retaliation. Rapists don’t retaliate if they were assaulted.
Victims are expected to “do to them what they did to you and more if you can.” A

rapist’s smartest move would be to ‘check’ into protective custody.

“It is like a circle, get him [rapist] out of the circle. Nobody wants them

[rapists] in the group. They are pushed away.”

“It depends on the seriousness of the rape, it would probably be a beating,
maybe in close joint dude might get stabbed or beat up to the point where
he has to go to the hospital, maybe in the close joint he would get a lock to

the head.”

““Street rapists and chomos are pieces of shit, in everybody eyes. Rapist is

no better than a rapo outside.”*

“Cowards, he gots to get up outta here, person gets caught, it gets around

the yard, he gots to go or he’s going to get killed.”

“An inmate who raped this one inmate turned around and waited until the

dude was on the weight pile lifting and picked up a pillowcase with a

2% Chomo and rapo refers to a child molester and rapist, respectively.
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weight and took part of his head off. Blood shot everywhere, he was dead
after the first blow, he [the offender] was crying and shit and then told
everybody. That was ok, he was wrong [the victim] he shouldn’t have did

what he did.

“A guy was trying to take a young man’s butt; he thought he was going to
get it and that was it. Young man retaliated and one day when rapist was
watching TV, victim chopped his head off. Back in those days we had
metal trays, pitcher and cups. Metal tray was pressed metal, no lip. Hit
dude a few times and his head rolled. 1987. It happened when | was there

in the day room, [UNIT NAME]. “

“Yes, guy hit him in the back of the head with a 10 pound weight. The guy

that got raped killed the guy who raped him.”

Inmate culture allows a wide berth of sexual freedom; however, rape seems on the

margin of what otherwise would be culturally permissible sexual behavior, even of

extreme types. Prison culture sees rape as a pointless act of violence and irrational given

the opportunities male inmates have to engage in sex with men or women staff, and

women inmates have to engage in sex with women and male staff. A rapist has no

power, no respect, and no influence. In the end, rapists lose respect and

companionship—no one wants to be associated with a weak-minded coward.
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Turn-out artist

A turn-out artist has smooth social and talking skill and coaxes, often in a matter
of days, his prey into a sexually compromising situation; a new inmates who accepts a
chocolate bar or stamps or joins a friendly card game has enjoined a debt that must be
repaid. A rough turnout artist whose harsh coercion and threats are obviously on public
display distinguished from rapists and bootie bandits. A rough turn-out artist escapes a
rapist label if he’s well liked and doesn’t bully or stalk his victims and doesn’t show
physical or mental signs of weakness. A turn-out artist qua rapist freely moves about
general population; he has companions and doesn’t avoid social interactions. Although
known as a turn-out artist, his behavior carries no negative stigma.

Table 15 and Table 16 show inmates’ perceptions on whether a rape and a turn-
out are similar sexual acts. Men’s and women’s perceptions are consistent within gender
but quantitatively different across gender. A much higher percent of men perceive rape
and turn-out to be similar acts over time, 39.8 and 45.0 percent, respectively, compared to
women, 16.1 and 22.2 percent, respectively.

Table 15 Inmates’ Perceptions of Turn-out vs. Rape by Gender and Time Served, 5yrs.

Total 5 or less Years >5 Years
Num % Num % Num %
Women
No 113 81.9 78 83.9 35 77.8
Yes 25 18.1 15 16.1 10 22.2
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Men
No 207 57.3 97 60.2 110 55.0
Yes 154 42.7 64 39.8 90 45.0

Table 16 Inmates’ Perceptions of Turn-out vs. Rape by Gender and Time Served, 5yrs.

Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 113 81.9 88 83.0 25 78.1

Yes 25 18.1 18 17.0 7 21.9
Men

No 207 57.3 135 63.7 72 48.3

Yes 154 42.7 77 36.3 77 51.7

Inmate comments:
“Probably because they tried to turn out and the person wouldn’t convert

so they got fed up with trying and they just took it.”

“Ok, see I’m going to break it down to you. Turning out is when a person
gonna come in and if you want to have it, you do it by choice, rape is when
a person don’t want to get turned out and a dude forces himself on him, if

you won’t give it voluntarily I’m going to take it, to rape it.
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“No, raping is force, turning out is where you kind of like use charisma to
get them to like you and then they start liking you and when they do you

turn them out.”
“Yes, it’s the same. ‘Cause they still taking advantage of you.”

““Can be; just depends on what that persons objective is with the rape. If
the goal is to have the person want to have se, if that’s the objective then

it’s the same.”

“Yes. One used finesse, another can use strength but the result is the

same.”

Prison worldview finds that all turnouts aren’t rape. However, someone raped can
become a turnout. Skilled turnout artists are not rapists, inmates said. Turnout artists do
not carry a rapist’s negative stigma. A rapist and a bootie bandit ‘steal’ sex but a turn-out
artist initiates an exchange situation. Inmates said “fair exchange is no robbery” and
“commissary is necessary.” These comments convey the meaning that an exchange of sex

for property or protection can be a fair transaction.

Rapist vs. bootie bandit

A socially determined distinction between a rapist and a turn-out artist becomes
clearer in the comparison of a rapist and a bootie bandit. Old-school inmates, those who
have served decades inside prison, distinguish bootie bandits from rapists. They said

rapists stalk their prey and do not fight for sex if a victim resists. This point supports
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prison rape worldview’s assertion that a man cannot be raped unless he wants to be (see
Nacci & Kane, 1982, p. 16) and that a man doesn’t have sex unless he wants to.
Confronting force, inmates said rapists merely move on until they find a less resistant
target. By contrast, a bootie bandit thrives on resistance to his sexual advances and does
not back off if victims fight back. However, a bootie bandit sees the interaction as a
game. He has polished skills in “talking people out of it.” A bootie bandit doesn’t fear
apprehension or exposure to a general population.

Old-school inmates distinguished a rapist from a bootie bandit, but younger
inmates may use the terms synonymously. Old- school inmates characterize rapists as
dark, foreboding, and violent characters; however, a bootie bandit, by contrast, displays a
cavalier attitude. Even though a rapist and a bootie bandit may have committed similarly
violent sexual assaults, the behavior of a bootie bandit was interpreted by old schools as
comedic, a sexual clown figure of prison culture. Old schools said bootie bandits “hop”
from one boy to another, finding sexual pleasure often. Although narrative data are
ambiguous on this point, a bootie bandit seems to have traits of both an aggressive turn-
out artists and a rapist. This combination of traits makes a bootie bandit a significant
cultural figure.

Stories about bootie bandits do not necessarily mean they existed as real-life
people. They are, however, embodiments of cultural traits. They are figures in the dark
shadows of prison culture. While old-school inmates distinguish rapists from bootie
bandits, the bootie bandit seems to better fit a colloquial vision of the prison rapist.
Inmates reported that rapists avoid confrontation and find easy targets. Stripping away a

bootie bandits’ preference toward sexual violence leaves the bandit with personal traits

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



144

desired by street hustlers: verbally adept; socially clever; friendly; manipulative; and
always on the prow! for profitable hustle.?*
Prison Culture’s Sexual Worldview
A Cautionary Note to Readers

Prison culture’s sexual worldview conceptualizes homosexuality, sexual affairs,
and sexual violence as a symbolically complex interplay of unconscious forces emerging
in a social reality. Prison worldview uses symbols of sexual violence contrary to and
radically different from concepts of sexual violence in free society. Prison culture’s
worldview assumptions are predicated on physical and mental weakness, a “blame the
victim” sexual victimization philosophy, and antipathy toward victims’ pain and
suffering. Paradoxically, however, as noted above, prison culture worldview also abhors
prison rapists and prison rape.

This section summarizes cultural themes induced from inmates’ narratives on the
causes and conditions of sexual violence. Cultural themes are not inmates’ justifications
and rationalizations for sexual violence. Thus far, analyzed data as well as the history of
prison culture and sex research have shown sexual violence to be an infrequent
occurrence. Nevertheless, prison culture has evolved an elaborate constellation of
cultural sex symbols and cultural sex dynamics. The complexity of prison culture’s
characterization of sexual violence should not be taken as indicative of inmate apathy
toward sexual violence nor abnormally high levels of rape as suggested, for instance, by

Davis’s 1968 study of the Philadelphia jail system. The literature review showed that in

2+ One of the former inmates who assisted in the conceptualization of this project called himself a bootie
bandit but didn’t refer to himself as a rapist. Now in this 60s he had been imprisoned six times since his
adolescence. Released from prison the final time in 1993, he claimed bootie bandits didn’t exist in today’s
prisons.
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more than 60 years of prison culture studies Davis’s study was the only one to posit

egregious levels of prison sexual violence.

Culture of Prison Homosexuality and Sexual Violence

Inmates’ narratives about prison rape and prison rapists are imbued with
culturally symbolic interpretations of homosexual behavior. Pathways that drew men and
women into same-sex behavior are complex as well. Prison culture has a broad culturally
defined social category known as homosexual, but all inmates who engage in same-sex
behavior are not culturally defined homosexuals. Prison culture refines the category
homosexual into specific social roles known as homosexuals, gays, and queens. A male
inmate homosexual expresses a sexual preference but does not necessarily exhibit
‘female’ tendencies. Homosexual behavior focuses on sex acts. A gay has ‘female’
tendencies. Gays prefer same-sex relations and express publicly symbolic indications of
homosexuality, such as arched eyebrows and a ‘gay” walk. Queens (also known as all-
out queens) are “women” and homosexuals, but all homosexuals are not queens.

Straights aren’t involved in the public sex scene but may nevertheless engage in same-sex
behavior on the down low, trying to conceal their behavior from public view. Figure 3

describes inmates’ distinctions among sexual roles.
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Prison Socio-Sexual Roles

.

“The girls [queens], we have more of the
power. We’re the chosen ones, whether
you like it or not or want it or not.
You all think I’m the bad person, 1’m
not; no men run me or tell me what to
do. I control these guys. Officers
know that 1’m not a trouble maker.”

J

3

“if a guy comes to the joint and he’s a
homosexual on the street I’m more inclined
to accept and respect what he is. If a man
comes to the penitentiary and he’s turned
out I’11 treat him differently. Just the
level of respect or acceptance he has or

will get.”

™ ~Homosexuah ~~ Queen

PNk

“He’d be treated as a pressure punk, \

everyone would know he’s been turned out,
wouldn’t be treated with the same acceptance
as someone who came to the penitentiary as a
homosexual. We wouldn’t piss on him if he
was on fire. It’s respect to a degree, but
it’s more of an acceptance, not a respect.
Guys would treat them a little different, |
wouldn’t have that animosity towards them if

they were a homosexual on the street” /

Krienert, J. L., & Fleisher, M. S. (2005). The Social Process of Sexual Victimization in Male Prisons. Paper presented at the Ame

ANe still like females and that’s all we
interested in They are respected and
strong if they don’t have sex”

“Strong mother fucker; strongest man on
the planet, almost impossible;
impossible not to think, I know guys who
try to do masturbation, you become a
really freaky dude with books and TV

\Sjreens [example: Oprah Winfrey fetish]”

ﬂhat's my man, husband, pimp;

homosexuals prefer a straight man to be
their man. There’s a difference between
a gay male and a heterosexual who messes
with a homosexual, a heterosexual likes
the female aspect, no flip flopping.
Homosexuals want the strength and
security of a heterosexual, not a gay
man”

\

;

“You can keep it quiet for only so long,
eventually guys will know, 1 know a couple
guys who"s undercover | just don’t say
nothing, | respect their privacy, it's not
my business.”

\

N_MoTumoqQ N aAnoy  Nublens.eniy]
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N

Prison worldview has a culturally unique rationale to account for same-sex

behavior and for sexual assault and its interpretation. To grasp a prison worldview on
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homosexuality requires stepping outside of a conventional, free society mode of
interpretation of homosexual behavior and inside a culturally relativistic form of

explanation.

Inmates’ Subjective Perception of Prison Sexuality

Inner Homosexual

“It’s [homosexuality] something in that individual. | don’t take the credit for that.

They are probably not facing whatever’s inside of them. 1 believe there is

something over time that wears away that already exists. You have something in

you. Eventually, if you never got locked up, you would have experimented.”

“Eventually they’ll let themselves come out of the closet. They try to hide it to

prevent others from knowing what they really are instead of coming out with it

from the beginning. They hide it and it makes it look badder on the person when
they do find out. They’d be more respected if they just let others know.”

This study provides an objective analysis of inmates’ subjective perception of
social and sexual life. Subjective perceptions are part and parcel of inmate interview
narratives. An analysis of sex-related narratives led to abstract and often intuitively
peculiar findings. The concept of an inner homosexual articulates the single-most
significant conceptual process in inmate culture’s worldview of consensual and coercive
sex and prison rape. The inner homosexual concept does not mean that inmates believe
everyone has a homosexual nature or that sexual coercion or rape does the victim a favor

by raising his or her sexual consciousness. Inmates do not believe they have to be raped
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in order to accept their sexual identity. The inner homosexual exists only as an abstract
symbolic expression® of inmates’ dual sexual nature expressed in prison sexual culture.

Men and women inmates’ narratives repeatedly refer to an “inner homosexual” or
to one’s “true homosexual nature.” However, all inmates do not talk about an inner
homosexual. Some didn’t know of the concept. Some thought it strange. Cultural
familiarity with an abstract concept would not be shared equally by all members of
culture. Interviewers did not pointedly ask about an inner homosexual. Were inmates
asked “do you have an inner homosexual?”” they would likely stare blankly and what such
a question meant. Context determines cultural meaning especially for abstract concepts
like an inner homosexual. This concept outside of its cultural context carries no
culturally appropriate meaning.

In inmate culture the inner homosexual bears on a wide scope of homosexual
behavior. This concept emerged from inmate narratives in different guises. Commonly
the inner homosexual concept functioned to differentiate (what social scientists label)
consensual sex, coercive sex, and rape.

“Every man is a homosexual. Every man has sexual fantasies about a

man.”’

“Everyone is willing to do something, it’s whether he’s willing to hold it deep

inside him.”

% A late 19" century theory of homosexuality posited a third sex, with a man inside a woman body, and a
woman inside a man’s. Thus homosexual behavior derived from an inner cross-sex identity (Gay, 2002, p.
66).
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Cultural interpretation of sexual identity

Prison culture explains sexual behavior with a belief in an inherent homosexual
nature. This homosexual nature may emerge on its own in specific cultural contexts.
When asked the difference between a turn-out and a rape, an inmate said:

“No, [there’s no difference]—turn out is being romanced and already

have the propensity for it and given the opportunity. Being turned out is

evidence of propensity and then sex is voluntary.”

Context refers to particular settings where the inner homosexual emerges. Prison
provides such a context. Inmates’ expression ‘time will get you’ refers to inmates’
eventual incapability to stave off the inner homosexual. Long prison terms--10 or more
years, weaken one’s resistance to the inner homosexual.

“I believe the guys who are most open anti-gay . . . . the more I'm convinced

[they] got something in [them] that's gay. If you never got locked you'd have done

it out there, maybe it would take alcohol or drugs but you'd do it. There is a

sexual being in you that you didn't explore until you came to prison."

Looking from the outside in, the inner homosexual concept seems to help
neutralize and rationalize, and make more personally acceptable, inmates’ homosexual
behavior. Perhaps for straight inmates the concept of inner homosexual enables
reconciliation between sexual behavior and self-concepts. On the premise of an inner
homosexual, straight inmates are homosexuals who have not yet come out.

The inner homosexual helps explain women inmates’ attitude toward sexual
assault victims. Victims, inmates said, have not accepted their inner homosexual. They

are more vulnerable to ridicule and social attack than women who joined the sex scene
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and have friends and lovers “watching her back.” In the logic of the culture, rejection of
the inner homosexual means weakness. By virtue of their own physical or mental
weakness, weak inmates can be victimized in a culturally justifiable act of sexual assault.
Important to note, however, that sexual assault would be unlikely. Women want to fit in
with the in-crowd (Alarid, 2000), so they participate in social life and make friends.

Men and women inmates who enter prison and admit they were homosexual
outside are better regarded by fellow inmates than those who are turned out. Open
acceptance of homosexuality means in inmate culture that these inmates were “true to
themselves,” and did not hide or deny their inner homosexual. Inmate worldview
declares that prison does not force homosexuality on anyone. Rather, narratives said, a
prison’s sexual scene offers opportunities to ‘become who you are as a sexual being’ in
relative safety, if sexual emergence proceeds along culturally acceptable pathways.

“Here homosexuality is accepted. | like to know who is around me, snitch, gay,

straight. If you are an undercover fag you may have AIDS. Out n out is more

accepted because you know your surroundings with them. There’s more respect if
you are out and out. You’re less of a man if you are in denial.”

Accepting one’s sexual identity inside prison may be an arduous, perhaps violent,
process. ‘Becoming who you are’ as a sexual being requires accepting one’s inner
homosexuality. A homosexual or gay who doesn’t conceal his or her identity upon
admission to prison openly admits to the general population his or her acceptance of
one’s inner, homosexual nature. Prison sex worldview accepts inmates who recognize

their inner sexual identity but balks when inmates try to hide it. ““I respect someone who
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is who they are, if they were homosexual on the street | respect that more, stay consistent

with who you are.”

Cultural symbolism of the inner homosexual

Inmates’ subjective perceptions of homosexuality focus on the inner homosexual
concept. This concept has a powerful symbolic impact in inmate culture. Often,
inmates’ perceptions of homosexuality include strong, often brutal interpretations of
inmates’ encounter with their own sexual identity. To disregard one’s own nature
signifies one’s weak-mindedness. Physical weakness, the inability to physically protect
oneself, or mental weakness, the inability to withstand external forces to engage in sex or
resist threats, represent cultural anathema. Weakness can be met only with contempt.

When these elements are symbolically integrated — no one comes to prison naive;
inmates are by nature homosexual; and resistance to accepting one’s nature symbolizes
weak-mindedness--conditions exist to create a sexual cultural continuum of social
respect. At the extreme positive end are all-out queens; at the extreme negative end are
men who must be forced by their own weakness to face and accept their own sexual
nature. In order for these weak men to find their true inner identity, narratives said, these
men must be raped. In this situation, a literalist interpretation of rape gives way to a
merger of prison sexual culture’s principle metaphors--the inner homosexuality and rape.
In this metaphoric merger of symbolic images the rapist disappears and the focus turns to
an inmate with a clearer recognition of sexual identity.

The ‘inherent energy’ of the inner homosexual pushes through the resistance of
inmates. When resistance to accepting one’s inner sexual nature combines with the idea

that “no one comes to prison naive’ there emerges a complex gender system. Embedded
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in the gender system dynamics are metaphors of personal weakness and strength. A
complex paradigm of social and sexual forces plays itself out among inmates. Inner and
public socio-sexual identity combines with personal strength and weakness, along with
female tendencies and acceptance of an innate homosexual nature, to create a gender
system with sexual role relationships identified more than 50 years ago.

Within the context of these beliefs and social dynamics, inmates assess the
distinctions among consensual and coercive sex vs. rape using culturally determined
criteria. These are criteria mutually exclusive from those in a free-society worldview.
Inmate culture does not have a standardized set of criteria to distinguish among types of
sex acts. There are cultural issues to be resolved. Who consents to sex and why; who
needed coaxing and why; who needed coaxing but later slide into a new sexual role; and
who resisted coaxing but consented anyway as a means to find protection or commissary
products are questions needing resolution in the calculus of a prison sex worldview.
Interview data show that rape vs. coercion vs. consensual sex are culturally defined but
are not mutually exclusive categories. These are cultural classifications whose defining
criteria shift as context shifts.

When inmates are asked if a sex act was consensual, coercive or rape, a common
response was “it depends.” Such a response does not mean inmates avoided “the” answer
or had something to hide or cover up. Rather, culturally complex social categories have
fuzzy boundaries. There are analogous cultural socio-sexual categories. Examples
include: gay vs. homosexual; homosexual vs. heterosexual who has sex with same-sex
inmates; homosexual vs. heterosexual vs. down-low inmates who have same-sex relations

but say they are not homosexuals; homosexuals vs. gays vs. closet queens who have
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same-sex relations but say they aren’t queens or homosexuals. These are the grey areas
of cultural classification out of which emerge ambiguous interpretations of inmate
behavior.

“Rape is a turn out; a rapist is helping a guy come to terms with who he is.”

“A man can’t be raped because he is gay but hasn’t realized it—being gay is

already in him.”

Prison sex worldview interprets an unwillingness to accept one’s own sexual
nature as a cause of potential greater harm than a hard turnout. In the logic of prison rape
worldview, an inmate cannot be coerced into oral sex but may ‘need’ to be ‘pushed’ into
the process of sexual awakening. Inmate sex worldview does not interpret such a push as
coercion. Rather it represents an act of a person enabling someone to accept the inner
homosexual. And soon as an inmate comes to terms with the inner homosexual, the
sooner personal tumult and social anxiety diminish.

Inmate Culture’s Worldview on Sexual Violence

A prison worldview holds a ‘real” man incapable of sexual victimization unless he
“wants” to be raped. A real man embodies attitudes about men’s defensive strength and
gender identity. Real men aren’t weak-minded. A real man stands up and fights. A man
who gives up and gives in to physical force carries a damning label forever. The
following excerpt illustrates a man’s weakness in the context of a turn-out. The speaker

explains a turn-out vs. a rape from a sexual aggressor’s perspective:
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“Most definitely you turned them out no matter what. You violated the
rules. You have no choice but to continue what you are doing. All it takes
is one time and you [victim] will be labeled the rest of your life. You will

be a dick sucker.”

Prison culture interprets sexual violence by its context. An act of sexual violence
in one context may be interpreted as rape, but in another context, the same act may be
interpreted as a turn-out, and in still another it may be an act of coming out of the closet.
Inmates see sexual violence. However, their subjective perception of sexual violence
dominates their interpretation of the violent act. When inmates identified contexts of
sexual violence, some said an act was rape; others said the same act was not rape.?®
Excepts below are commonly occurring subjective reinterpretations of sexual violence as
they occur in narrative data:

1. Some men enjoy being beaten up while engaging in sex.
Man: “They just tell them how they like it, I want you to hit on me, to

squeeze my arm or my neck, hit me in the sack, hit me in the chest.”

Women: ““Rough sex is very common, no one is gentle in cell block.

Pulling hair, biting, punching each other out, using strap-ons.”

2. A sex victim may be running a con on his assaulter. An ostensible sexual victim
may allow an assailant to believe he has the upper hand when in fact the act was

instigated and controlled by the perceived victim for the pleasure of the victim or

%8 This point becomes explicit when inmates differentiated a turn-out vs. a rape and coercive vs. consensual
sex.
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to achieve an instrumental outcome. A sexual victim may receive protection. A

punk will be protected and receive goods in exchange for sexual services.
“They put their well being in your hands all you got to do is sit there and
keep your mouth shut and they help you, if you’re weak, you will meet

them half way, you feel protected and your property isn’t stolen, so you’ll

have sex with them, it’s compensation.”

“He was protecting me, he knew my first year was hard and told me he’d
make sure no one would bother me anymore. We were friends, he was so
nice and kind, and | really thought we were just friends. Then one day he
came in my cell and said, Jackie, | have needs and you need to satisfy
them. I’ve given you all this stuff, protected you. I told him 1’d given him
stuff to and that | thought of him like an older brother, he said I could
either do it or he’d take it. So | bent over and let him do it to me...Now |

just find my own protection. Look for the downest, baddest motherfucker.”

“It’s better to not be a pin cushion, one pin is better. It’s out of

convenience.”

Victims are homosexuals ashamed to come out of the closet. These men were

afraid or ashamed to be homosexual on the street and have carried that fear inside.

Inside however, they can come to terms with their inner homosexual.
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“Most common and easiest is you got people who it’s already in ‘em to be
gay and haven’t run across the right person, you pull up on them and talk
to him, and put him around another homo to turn him out and show him
how to do it, then they start shaving their face and arching their eyebrows
and all that other crap, changing their voice, they want someone to bring

it out of them.”

“One you’re basically manipulating a desire that’s already in someone

and getting them to do something they already want to do.”

A potential rape victim has multiple options to prevent or intervene on his own
rape. If he allows it, then the act cannot be defined as rape.
“The way | see it, he raped him but the dude he must have had it in his

mind before, you just can’t do that to someone who don’t want it.”

“I look at it if a person do get raped he wanted it or he would have said

something, just like in a man and woman relationship.”

Childhood sexual abuse precludes claims of rape victimization in adulthood. A
rape worldview asserts that early-life experience with sexual abuse acquaints an
object with same-sex relations and therefore cannot be raped again. Prison

worldview asserts early-life abuse experiences should have provided knowledge

and foresight sufficient to prevent rape. Inmate culture holds that an inmate
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should be strong enough to control his or her own destiny. If rape happens, it
occurs only because a victim wanted it to occur.
“Not really. Homosexuals put yourself at high risk; laws claim he has no

evidence and because homosexual he likes it.”

Female: “the person has low self esteem and is mentally weak. They just
let it happen. If you can trick a person out of their pants you can easily

trick them out of their money.”

A theoretical point must be reiterated. The complex differentiation among
acts of sexual violence, sexual consent, and sexual coercion occur as a function of
inmate culture’s symbolic reinterpretation of socio-sexual behavior. The cultural
meaning of a sexual act finds its derivation in social context. In the way inmates
use their culture, if an act of sexual violence remains constant in intensity and
physical expression, inmates’ subjective perception—the meaning, of this act
varies by context. Thus, the primary mechanism used to determine an act’s
meaning focuses on contextualization. Since prison social contexts are open to
others in addition to an aggressor and victim, they have a voice in the
determination of the culture meaning of sexual violence. In prison culture, the
cultural decision—rape or not rape, about an act of sexual violence includes on-
lookers. Thus, when inmates were asked if a sex act was rape or not, their

common response was “it depends.”
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CHAPTER 4. THE CULTURE OF SEXUAL VICTIMIZATION
“It’s like [victims] wear a sign on their head that says ‘we’re a victim.’
There’s something about them that’s different. Every pedophile will say
they look for children who are vulnerable. Rapists too. They just know

who to get. It’s like victims wear a mask rapists see.” [woman inmate]

The prison sex scene may be avoided, inmates said, by telling a potential suitor
that they are already hooked up or not interested in sexual relations. A popular retort to
sexual invitations, inmates said, was “Just Say No.” There are, however, cultural cues of
sexual desire or interest in experimentation, despite an outward rejection of or
sluggishness in interest in homosexual behavior. Inmates’ sexual desire can be indicated
by their companions, especially if they hang around with homosexuals; where they hang
around, especially if they hang in spots where gays customarily hang out; how they carry
themselves, that is, whether they walk with their head straight up and look into the eyes
of other inmates, stand by themselves away from others on the recreation yard, or walk
with slumped shoulders, giving an appearance of physical and mental weakness. Public
speech gives a clear indication. Talk about sexual topics, sexual jokes; inmates who
stand together joking and talking and touching one another; inmates who play “grab ass”
as they tell stories and jokes, and so on are taken by inmates as a cultural indication of
becoming interested in sexual activity.

Our data measures sexual paradigm shifts from outside to inside prison and inside
prison over time. Sex-role shift possibilities have a wide range.

(1) Men’s outside-to-inside paradigm has these options: outside straight to inside

straight; outside straight to inside gay; outside gay to inside gay; and, outside gay to
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inside queen. (2) Men’s inside-to-inside paradigm has these options: inside straight to
inside straight; inside straight to inside down low; inside straight to inside gay; inside gay
to inside gay.

(3) Women’s outside-to-inside paradigm has these options: outside gay to inside
stud broad; outside gay to inside femme; outside straight to inside stud broad; outside
straight to inside femme; outside straight to inside straight. (4) Women’s inside-to-inside
paradigm has these options: inside straight to inside straight; inside straight to inside
femme or stud broad; inside gay to inside femme or stud broad; and inside straight to
inside down low.

Prison Sexual Culture

Sexualizing prison culture

Clemmer’s theory of culture and prisonization posited that inmates undergo
prisonization and learn the rules of prison life. Prisonization would by definition include
socialization into sexual sub-cultures of prison life. Our term sexualization refers to the
process of inmates acquiring cultural knowledge and rules of behavior that enable them
to participate in the sexual sub-culture of prison. Participation does not necessarily mean
inmates’ personal involvement in sexual activity. Rather, participation refers to
awareness of sexual culture sufficient to choose participation or avoidance of a prison’s
sexual scene. In either case, inmates” must know cultural rules of behavior to engage in
sexual activity or remain outside the sexual scene.

Clemmer postulated that inmates bring with them into prison personal traits and
behavior and that these influence the nature of prison culture. The history of prison

culture research, as far back as Fishman’s 1934 study, described aggressive responses of
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an inmate population to homosexuals. Sykes’s deprivation argument strongly suggested
that prison life was devoid of sexual and social pleasures and that prison culture itself
forced inmates into homosexual behavior. The importation of inmates by definition
includes their sexual preferences. Clemmer’s theory of culture argues that (1) sexual
importation would affect sexual preferences of new inmates and (2) the dynamics
between homo- and heterosexuals would influence future generations of prison culture.
Theory of prison sex and sexual violence must abide the concept that prison general
populations are not asexual. Any theory of sexual violence must, by virtue of the

composition of general population, account for inmate sexual behavior.

Table 17 shows data on pre-imprisonment sexual preferences and sexual
experiences. Gay and bisexual preferences were reported by 38.1 percent of women vs.
16.4 percent of men inmates. Same-sex experiences were reported by 41.4 percent of
women and 19.6 percent of men inmates.

Table 17 Pre-Imprisonment Sexual Preference and Sexual Experience by Gender

Total Men Women
Num % Num % Num %
Sexual Preference
Straight 438  83.6 342 836 96 619
Gay 64 11.4 36 8.8 28 18.1
Bisexual 62 11.0 31 7.6 31 20.0
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*Same-Sex Experience on Street

No 365 742 283  80.4 82 586
Yes 127 258 69 19.6 58 414
*p < .001

Table 18 shows sexual preference and pre-imprisonment sexual experience by
time served. Women’s data show that: (1) 37.3 percent of women inmates with less than
five years of prison experience and 39.6 with more than five years self-reported gay or
bisexual preferences; and (2) 46.2 percent of women with less than five years of
incarceration and 31.9 percent of women with more than five years reported same-sex
street experiences. Overall, independent of time served, 41.4 percent of women inmates
reported same-sex street experiences; 38.1 percentage of women reported pre-
imprisonment a gay or bisexual preference. Men’s data show that: (1) 11.4 percent of
men inmates with less than five years served and 19.7 percent with more than five years
self-reported gay and bisexual preferences; and (2) 13.3 percent of men inmates with less
than five years and 24.7 percent of inmates with more than five years self-reported same-
sex street experiences. Independent of time serve, 19.6 percent of men inmates self-
reported same-sex street experiences; 16.2 percent self-reported a gay or bisexual

preference.

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



162

Table 18 Pre-Imprisonment Sexual Preference and Experience by Length of Time

Served-5yrs

Total Syrs or Less More than 5yrs
Num % Num % Num %
Male Sexual Preference
Straight 342 83.6 155 88.6 187 79.9
Gay 36 8.8 14 8.0 22 94
Bisexual 31 7.6 6 3.4 25 10.7
Female Sexual Preference
Straight 96 61.9 64 62.7 32 60.4
Gay 28 18.1 16 15.7 12 22.6
Bisexual 31 20.0 22 21.6 9 17.0
Male Same-Sex Experience on
Street
No 283 80.4 137 86.7 146 75.3
Yes 69 19.6 21 13.3 48 24.7
Female Same-Sex Experience on
Street
No 82 586 50 5338 32 681
Yes 58 41.4 43 46.2 15 31.9

Table 19 data show that (1) 13.2 percent of men inmates with less than ten years,

and 20.1 percent of inmates with more than ten years served, self-reported gay and
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bisexual preferences; and (2) 14.2 percent of men with less than ten years served and 27.7
percent of men with more than ten years self-reported same-sex street experiences.
Independent of time served, 19.6 percent of men inmates self-reported same-sex street
experiences, and 16.4 percent self-reported a gay or bisexual preference.

Table 19 Male Inmates by Time Served, More and Less than 10 years

Total Less than 10yrs 10+
Num % Num % Num %

Sexual Preference

Straight 342 83.6 203 86.4 139 79.9

Gay 36 8.8 18 7.6 18 10.3

Bisexual 31 7.6 14 6.0 17 9.8
Same-Sex Experience on Street

No 283 80.4 181 85.8 102 72.3

Yes 69 19.6 30 14.2 39 27.7

Clemmer’s theory of culture, differential prisonization, and institutional
adaptation suggests importation’s effects on prison culture. These data indicate that
women’s prison culture might accept gay behavior with less resistance than men’s prison
culture. Data show that 38.1 percent of women reported a gay or bisexual preference,
and 41.4 percent reported same-sex experience on the street, a culture of homosexuality
may serve as a culturally acceptable mode of institutional adaptation. By contrast, 16.4
percent of men reported a gay or bisexual preference and 19.6 percent had same-sex

experiences on the street. Men’s prison culture may not easily accept a homosexual
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adaptation, except on the fringes of prison society. Men’s prison homosexuality would
be rejected?” as a central cultural theme and socio-sexual lifestyle.

These data show that men and women inmates have experiences in a homosexual
lifestyle prior to imprisonment. To be sure, new and experienced inmates are not naive
consumers of prison homosexual culture, albeit their involvement differs by personal
preference. Upon entry into prison men and women inmates brought a sexual identity
and experiences. A cultural theory of prison rape and sexual coercion must abide the fact
that (new or experienced) inmates are experienced in homosexual culture. This fact
suggests women and men inmates possess a level of cultural awareness to cope with and

respond to sexual pressure.

In-Prison Sexual Role Transformation

Inmate self-reports provided baseline data on sex-role shift. Role shifts were
measured over time served on current sentence. Inmates estimated the number of
straight, down low and all-out gays in a representative cross-section of 100 inmates on
their yard. Inmates could identify with a group size of 100.® Men inmates estimated
more men were straight and not down low than women inmates. The median number of
straight men was 68 compared to 30 among women inmates.

Table 20 shows the mean estimate of women on the down low was more than 50

percent lower than the men’s estimates; men’s median estimate for down lows was five

2 psychological anthropological theory argues that culture has ideal psychological prototypes for positions
in social structure. That is, in modern society, a person who has particular attributes and psychological
traits are the best teachers. As a biological analogy, a culture, like an animal population, accepts some
types of behavior traits but not others. The latter are eventually pushed out of the population or occupy a
marginal adaptation to social life.

28 Among all interviewed inmates, 37.8 percent resided in dorms: 48.7 percent of women inmates resided
in dorms with a median count of 120; 33.7 percent of men inmates resided in dorms with a median count of
75.
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times higher than women’s. Men inmates estimate that 14.83 percent of 100 men are
openly gay. Men inmates self-reported pre-imprisonment sex roles as gay, bisexual, and
transgender at 15.4 percent. However, women estimate that 59.75 percent are openly gay
inside (cf. Gagnon & Simon, 1968) but only 38.1 percent self-reported gay and bisexual
roles outside. This distinction fits the self-reported narrative pattern that self-identified

straight women participate in homosexual relationships inside.

Table 20 Estimated Sexual Preference for 100 General Population Inmates

Total Men Women

Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median

Estimated Sexual

Preference
Straight 53.51 60 61.32 68 34.42 30
Gay 26.48 13 14.83 10 59.75 60
Down low 22.80 20 27.54 20 11 4

Table 21 data show estimated sexual preferences by more or less than five years
among women. The percentage of straight and down-low women remains relatively
constant. A majority of women are not straight and an overwhelming percentage of
women are not on the down low. The mean estimate of women on the down low was
more than 50 percent lower than men’s estimate.

The percentage of straight men by more or less than five year served was
significantly lower than the percentage of inmates who self-reported a straight lifestyle

prior to imprisonment (83.6 percent). The sum of the percentage difference between
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estimates of straight inmates and estimates of down-low inmates approximates the
inmates’ self-reported straight, street sexual orientation (88.86 percent). With an increase
in time served, estimates of straight inmates drop and down lows increase. This fact
supports the narrative theme that “time will get you,” meaning the longer a man remains
inside the more likely he’ll engage in same-sex relations. Interestingly, however, the
mean number of open homosexuals doesn’t show significant increases. This suggests
that if men become open with their sexuality, they do so early in their imprisonment
otherwise they have the option of going down low.

Table 21 Estimates of Sexual Orientation by Time Served-5yrs

Total 5or less Years >5 Years

Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median

Female Estimates 32.42 30 33.64 30 29.71 25

Straight 59.75 60 57.81 60 63.85 75

Gay 11.00 4 11.67 2.5 9.4 4

Down low 61.32 68 66.08 75 56.9 60
Male Estimates

Straight 61.32 68 66.08 75 56.9 60

Gay 14.83 10 13.5 7 16.03 10

Down low 27.54 20 23.53 20 30.81 25

Table 22 show an analysis for women and men who’ve served more or less than
10 years approximates the analysis for more or less than five years analysis. Estimates do

not significantly differ. Table 21 and Table 22 show estimates of the percentage of
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straight women decrease, and down-low women increase however slightly. The estimate
of women who become gay over time increases. Men inmates’ estimates show that over

time the percentage of straight men decreases and gay and down low inmates increase.

Table 22 Estimates of Sexual Orientation by Time Served-10yrs

Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Mean Median Mean Median Mean Median
Female Estimates
Straight 32.42 30 33.17 30 29.21 25
Gay 59.75 60 58.46 60 64.76 75
Down low 11.00 4 11.39 1.5 9.33 5
Male Estimates
Straight 61.32 68 64.13 70 56.77 60
Gay 14.83 10 13.61 7.5 16.75 10
Down low 27.54 20 26.56 20 29.0 20

Interview data show that inmates aren’t ascribed to a sexual role, because of
physical size, hair length, and race or ethnicity; nor are they forced to accept a socio-
sexual role. Interview data show that sex roles shift from outside to inside indicated by
the expression. “Gay for the stay,” an expression heard across the country in women’s
prisons,

“I think over half this prison would try to say they’re with so and so. People come
in who are straight and the next day they are with someone. The next day a

person is a wife. It’s real childish. They do it to get attention. Couples hook up
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quickly, out of instability, to create a unit for protection immediately on entry to
the prison. You get the feeling when you know someone’s looking at you. They
play that and it goes further. Sex is feeling good.”

Women inmates report the common occurrence of sexual exploration.
“When they come here they look forward to a sexual experience. You don’t get
women who believe stereotypes on TV and in movies. It’s as if women look
forward to that behavior [same sex relations] and welcome it. If | weren’t
already a lesbian, | wouldn’t be one in here. They lose all respect for themselves,

no sense of self. Some women who have girlfriends in here and have husbands.”

Men and women inmates reported the cultural acceptability of living a celibate
lifestyle; however, they said, lengthy imprisonment, commonly cited as more than five
and approaching 10 years, the more likely inmates will slowly enmesh in the homosexual

Scene.

Sexual Assault: Judgment of an Inmate Jury

“You hear rape like that [movie-like rape]. | don’t know, I’m not saying it
happens so frequently. | can’t remember, but | can’t put a number on it. I don’t
think it happens every day. Within here it’s like with anything else, there’s a
culture of inmates that participate in that type of stuff. You have people who can
do 10 or 12 years and the thought of being with a man never come about but you
have those who give into those desires and do whatever it take to get pleasure,
they’re wolves or bandits. You have people that guys go to who are able to talk
others into doing sexual acts and those who forcibly can, it depends on the
strength and fortitude of the individual. If four guys rape you it doesn’t make you
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a punk. You could have just been overpowered. It’s what you do after it happens,

if it happens to you.”

Witnessed or not, prison rape communicates a ‘public’ message to the prison
community. No matter how an institution assesses a sexual assault, inmate culture has its
own cultural criteria to determine if a sexual assault was rape. For a sexual aggressor and
victim this determination has immediate and long-term consequences.

No, reputation don’t care in here. [They] don’t care who you was in the

world, you can be anything with a pistol, but if you don’t fight, you’re

weak. If they retaliate [after sexual assault] they’re viewed a little

different, might just be a weak person that’s just studding up, they’re still

weak. Your personality and character tells all of it. Everybody sees you as

something weak, can’t turn yourself around, once you get a [weak] jacket,

it sticks with you.

Inmates who know ‘for sure’ or hear about sexual aggression decide if an act of
sexual violence was justified. This justification comes as a social judgment made by an
inmate “jury” and rests on a jury’s decision about a sexual assailant’s motivations, a
victim’s culpability in the sexual assault, and a victim’s response to a sexual assault.
Inmate jurors ask if an assailant was “entitled” to act out a sexual assault. Was an
assailant an impatient turn-out artist who pushed a victim into a quick turnout with his

inner homosexual, knowing the victim would have been turned out anyway?
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Entitlement to Sexual Violence

“Entitled, yeah. People think that, yeah, to be a bully.”

Sexual pressure and assaults are not arbitrary acts. They are not chance
encounters between an aggressor and a victim. The processes of sexual aggression are
distinct from, for instance, an anonymous, opportunistic street mugging or a rapists’
assault on someone who happened to walk in an unlighted park. A women inmate
commented:

““She feels entitled to power. Because a victim owes the rapist, victim has debts,

so the rapist can take what she wants.”

The following excerpt combines the concepts of sexual entitlement, sexual
empowerment, and race relations. This statement suggests that aggressive sex leads to
more aggressive sex.

“I think they feel empowered by it, maybe not entitled. By taking it they feel

empowered, like | say, I’m not getting on the blacks for it but it’s more prevalent

with them. They seem to have this thing that gives them a sense of empowerment
over the whitey to take that from him. I’ve seen a few homosexual black men but
they’re always willing to go with blacks and whites. It’s definitely an

empowerment thing. It’s just like on the streets when you see a black male with a

white girl. 1t’s to let the white boys know [they] can get your girls. I’ve talked to

black guys about that in here. They say it’s true.”

The next excerpt highlights that some inmates’ need for sex extends beyond

entitlement and into a sexually violent compulsion.
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“In prison, [sex] . . . isadrug tothem. Sex is something they have to have, not
something they want. It’s a release, have to have it. [Taking sex] is no different
than taking somebody’s TV.”

The next inmate excerpt has an interpretation of entitlement coupled with hustling

someone. “They” refers to sexual aggressors.

“Umm, you see a lot of, umm, setting them up to where they doing favors for

them, protection of them, financial support to them. That would give a false sense

of entitlement. They buy into it.”

Baumeister, Catanese, and Wallace (2002, p. 119) found that sexually coercive
men, such as date rapists, use exploitive techniques, such as gift giving with an
expectation of sex as compensation.

In the next excerpt, a male inmate said that a rapist recognizes that he does
not have a sense of entitlement to commit rape. However, in this instance, an
opportunity for sexual assault occurred.

“No, he’s knows he’s not entitled to it. He’s doing it just because he can.
If a man rapes [someone] | can’t tell. That’s snitches, | can’t get in their
business. But if I was raped, I’m going to the staff. I’ll get a snitch jacket and
have to watch my back. [Rape victim] takes it because he knows no one going to
do something.”

Table 23 and Table 24 show that men and women inmates may perceive a
sexual assailant as entitled to commit sexual violence. Entitlement to commit a
sexual assault either in fact or as a cultural option seems a persistent and

especially violent theme in women’s and men’s attitude about, for instance,
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personal debt, and sexual violence. Entitlement to commit sexual assault emerges

in more than a fringe percentage of both men and women inmates. Inmates’
perceptions of sexual assault as a form of entitlement are instigated by a victim’s
physical or mental weakness or by a victim’s violation of inmate behavior

protocols.

Table 23 Inmates’ Perceptions of Rapists’ Entitlement to Commit Sexual Assault by

Gender and Time Served, 5yrs.

Total 5 or less Years >5 Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 77 77.0 47 72.3 30 85.7

Yes 23 23.0 18 27.7 5 14.3
Men

No 217 71.4 100 74.1 117 69.2

Yes 87 28.6 35 25.9 52 30.8

Men inmates who’ve served more than 5 and 10 years share a similar level of
perception of sexual violence as an entitlement, 30.8 and 29.0 percent, respectively.
Women inmates with more than 5 and 10 years, however, express overwhelming
agreement, 85.7 and 84.6 percent, respectively, that predators are not entitled to commit

sexual violence.
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Table 24 Inmates’ Perceptions of Rapists’ Entitlement to Commit Sexual Assault by

Gender and Time Served, 10yrs.

Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 77 77.0 55 74.3 22 84.6

Yes 23 23.0 19 25.7 4 154
Men

No 217 71.4 129 71.7 88 71.0

Yes 87 28.6 51 28.3 36 29.0

Inmate comments:

“Yes, just because, basically you are showing a weakness and then everything

else counts. It all fall on showing weakness.”

“Yes. He’s weak and if you’re weak you can take anything he’s has.”

“Yes, it’s her duty to prove you can’t punk me for that; usually fights.”

“Probably. It’s one of the first things he feeds on; this guy is weak, I can have

him.
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“I would say that would depend on the reason behind it, if the person is in here
for a sex crime then yeah, they think they’re entitled to take it, to make the person

experience it themselves.”

“If | see someone just come into the system. | offer him a shot of coffee. | give him

some shoes, if he accepts all this | would expect to get a paycheck.”

“Dude might have a life sentence and he rapes somebody and they’ll say oh well |

don’t blame him if I had that much time 1’d be raping someone too.”

Personal Debts

“A lot of people who use the word rape to administration, but it usually doesn’t

happen that way. They consent to sex to get out of debt.”

Debts are likely to bring a debtor trouble. A debt could be overlooked by a
creditor. However, overlooking a debt indicates a creditor’s weakness and potential for
additional economic exploitation. As a result, commissary, drug, or gambling debts, or
property theft, leaves a debtor vulnerable to acts of sexual and non-sexual victimization.

”Back in the day [1987] when I first came to prison, rape was rampant on the

yard behind drug debts. Now they tell you not to borrow or accept anything.”

A violation of social protocol incurs if debts are unpaid. However, if a
creditor interprets a debt as a public insult the likelihood of violent retribution

increases. Stealing away with someone’s lover, cheating on one’s own lover, and
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public disrespect for one’s lover--with the exchange of sexual favors for drugs or

property, or verbally disobeying him or her in a public setting, can affect

culturally sanctioned violent recrimination. These socially proscribed behaviors
could be construed as symbolic forms of ‘property’ theft and thus, an incursion of
debt.

Today it’s more violent than back then. The yard is fighting all the time over

girlfriends—you talked to my girlfriend or wife and they fight.”

There are examples of inmates who disagree with debts as the cause of physical or
sexual violence. In the next excerpts male inmates said a fight over unpaid debts would
be far more likely than sexual violence, if the fight’s motivation was not tied to sex.

“Never heard of anyone raped for owing money. Say if | owe someone money,

they’ll say ‘when am | going to get my money,” we might fight for it, but unless it

was all about sex to start with, that’s not an issue.”

“Sex, that’s more voluntary, you have homosexuals and people that’s closet and
people on the DL, so that’s a little less forceful than being turned out. You could
have a person that’s curious, which happens a lot. Gambling and debt is just
Hollywood TV. Same sex in the penitentiary is mostly voluntarily or loneliness
that’s basically what it is. Half the people who you send here are young and
they’re sexually active. You have masturbation and gay, that’s why. That’s more

common than rape.”
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Weakness

Weak inmates’ physical or mental inability to protect themselves, to some degree,
justifies their victimization and eliminates an assailant’s full culpability in the act. Ifa
victim strenuously resisted a sexual or non-sexual attack, and even if a victim retaliated
against an assailant, an inmate jury might acquit a victim of some culpability, and to
some degree lift a shroud cast by weakness and its incumbent negative social stigma.
Nevertheless, the social consequences of the label weak and effects of sexual

victimization will never be fully escaped.

Social Consequences of Victimization

“In here if you were raped, they’ll think it could have been your fault.”

Prison worldview judged by free society standards rests on a blame-the-
victim form explanation. Prison cultural logic begins with a blame-the-victim
philosophy and infuses it with complex forms of cultural explanations of
homosexuality, homosexual violence, and sexual identity. Violent men and
women inmates are not strangers to prisons. Their presence influences how social
dynamics occur and are interpreted. Violence inside prison doesn’t raise
eyebrows or cause panic but it does usually require some type of explanation. An
explanation comes from the core premises that have emerged in American culture.
While these premises are radically different from free-society standards, and
while inmates do indeed blame victims for their sexual assault, inmates recognize
sexual violence as abhorrent, unjustifiable acts. On one hand, inmates said
victims shouldn’t have gambling debts but did and therefore their sexual

victimization was justified. On the other hand, inmates said sexual assault
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shouldn’t occur and when it does, such violence influences everyone’s quality of
life. Interview data show that inmates are not brutish and indifferent to others’
suffering. However, there are few inmate-initiated remedies for pain but there are

many informal types of intervention and prevention.

“No Reason for Rape™

Men’s and women’s prison culture share common perceptions of the
consequences of sexual victimization. Inmate culture presumes that no one needs
to be raped; rape can be prevented; and that if rape occurs, fault lies with the
victim. Inmate culture condemns sexual victims as manipulators or liars and
largely responsible for their own victimization. These cultural presumptions can
be adduced from inmates’ statements about a victims’ role in sexual assault.
There are several cultural reasons accounting for sexual victimization. First,
victims may have staged their own sexual victimization to garner attention from
inmates or staff. Second, they may have staged assault to falsely blame an inmate
or staff member. Third, they may have owed canteen or drug debts and thus set
the stage for sexual assault. Fourth, they may have sexually enticed a woman by
flirting and then failed to fulfill a silent promise of a sexual affair. The reasons for
sexual victimization matter not: sexual victims are always social outcasts.
“Everybody just stops talking to them in fear of talking to officers or Internal

Affairs.”

Johnson (1971, pp. 83-97) wrote there was no protection for a rape victim.
Indeed, today’s inmates, especially women, can be merciless on the condemnation
of and disgust for a rape victim.
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“Really they just get made fun of because they’re so naive. | understand it
could happen, but a lot of people say ‘how you gonna get raped by a
bitch?” We have inmates who cheat on girlfriends and when they find out
say they were forced. You not raped, you just got caught. Tthey asked for

it, or that they did something wrong.”

Victims have few “positive” cultural options. Women inmates who’ve been raped
and don’t retaliate “learn to accept” the physical victimization move ahead as best they
can or may move into the homosexual social scene. There, they may adopt a culturally
acceptable role within the gay subculture and regain some type of ‘normal’ social life;
however, bumps and bruises along the way are inevitable as victims’ weakness continues
to be tested.

If sexual victims don’t report assault to staff they find themselves trapped among
inmates by negative social stigma. Women inmates said: “she’s [rape victim] a whore if
she stays on yard and doesn’t tell staff. Other women will say she asked for it or she
wanted it. It’s pretty ugly.” However, reporting a rapist may lead to further victimization
from a rapist’s girlfriends. Eigenberg (1989) studied whether officers would believe
inmates’ reports of victimization. She wrote:

This study suggests that correctional officers blame victims for their victimization

and that officers stigmatize inmates by their failure to believe victims.

Furthermore, certain types of victims, those that fit stereotypical definitions are

more frequently believed than are other types of victims. Thus, it is possible that

inmates who do not fit the typical victim profile will refuse to report

victimization. And if atypical victims fail to report victimization, there is always
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the danger that officers’ perceptions of victims will not be challenged and that

they will continue to doubt victims who do not conform to their definitions of

typical victims. (p. 52)

Staying on the compound may show resilience and strength but nevertheless carry
negative stigma and consequences. Victims may withdraw from compound social life,
preferring to avoid unnecessary social contact, which ironically may publicly support the
contention that a victim wasn’t raped. Victims may remain in their cell or close to it, take
‘sink’ baths, thus avoiding a shower area, and eat commissary goods instead of venturing
to a dining hall. Social withdrawal may seem like a reasonable option. However, unless
an inmate chose a solitary lifestyle and exhibited mental and physical strength to support
such a social decision, withdrawal can increase a victim’s risk of physical, sexual, and
economic victimization. Victims stand alone unless they have partners or relatives, and
even then companions’ assistance is certainly not guaranteed.

Smith and Batiuk (1989) wrote that a threat of sexual violence was the “dominant
metaphor” used to interpret almost every other aspect of prison reality (p. 30). Inmate
culture expresses a harsh interpretation of sexual victims. However, details of rape and
mistreatment of victims do not infer epidemic levels of sexual assault in prison dorms and
cellblocks, as Davis suggested (1968). Nor must inmates submit to rape or face severe
beatings or Killing. Inmates’ reports of few sexual assaults and dedicated pursuit of
institution social control are not contradicted by cultural statements about sexual
violence. That latter are what inmates say; the former refers to what inmates do. Prison
reality combines interpretations of inmate behavior cast into a mold created over

generations of prison inmate culture history.
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Table 25 and Table 26 show inmates’ perceptions of the likelihood of sexual
victims’ support by companions to retaliate against an assailant. These are cultural
responses but not necessarily acted out. Such statements take the form of this
hypothetical statement: “it can happen but [never, sometimes, often] does.” Sexual-
violence retaliation functions as a cultural option. These data shouldn’t be taken to
indicate the prevalence of actual retaliation. Fighting against sexual aggression has long
standing in prison culture. The metaphor “fuck, fight or hit the fence” (Eigenberg, 2002)
captures the idea of self-protection against aggression. “In the prison vernacular,
[correctional officers] told them to “fight or fuck.” At the same time, [correctional
officers] would caution them that fighting was a rule violation and that they would be
punished — possibly losing good time or parole dates as a sanction for “their’ violence”
(p. 49). The statement indicates the inner check-and-balance inherent in prison culture,
as suggested by Messinger and Sykes, (1960). In the following excerpt an inmate talks
about retaliation in a broader context of prison justice.

“[Retaliation] depends on the crime. There is an odd sense of justice

here. If [victim] didn’t have that coming then there would be retaliation.

If he did have it coming, like if he were a child molester or something, he

would have to retaliate himself.”

Table 25 data indicate a strong perceived agreement over time served by men and
women inmates that a rape victim’s companions will assist the victim in retaliation.
Agreement on retaliation among women inmates decreases to 48.6 percent from 57.9

percent with an increase in time served. Men inmates’ agreement on retaliation increases
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to 63.2 percent from 50.6 percent with time served. Levels of agreement remain
consistent by gender over time served.
Table 25 Inmates’ Perceptions of Rape Victim’s Companions’ Retaliation by Gender and

Time Served, 5 Years

Total 5 or less Years >5 Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 51 45.1 32 42.1 19 51.4

Yes 62 54.9 44 57.9 18 48.6
Men

No 154 42.1 76 49.4 78 36.8

Yes 212 57.9 78 50.6 134 63.2

Table 26 data show women inmates’ decreased perception of retaliation from less
than to more than 10 years served to 42.3 percent from 58.6 percent, respectively. Men
inmates perceived an increase in retaliation to 61.9 percent from 54.9 percent from less to

more than 10 years served, respectively.
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Table 26 Inmates’ Perceptions of Rape Victim’s Companions’ Retaliation by Gender and

Time Served, 10 Years

Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 51 45.1 36 41.4 15 57.7

Yes 62 54.9 51 58.6 11 42.3
Men

No 154 42.1 93 45.1 61 38.1

Yes 212 57.9 113 54.9 99 61.9

Inmate comments:

“No, friends don’t retaliate, person doesn’t have friends, they're loners &

that's the big issue, doesn't have anyone that’s going to bat for them

“Yeah, it depends on what the guy raped does, if he accepts it, it won’t be
an issue but if he retaliate his friends for real will ride with him. Someone
who is raped is still looked at ok as long as he does something, they’ll go

with him. Only if he is involved in the retaliation, friends would never

retaliate for a rape victim without him there.”

“No, because if they don’t defend themselves they’re seen as a person who

is not worth defending.”
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Retaliation accompanied by companions may be “culturally” dangerous for
victims’ supporters. Victimization reveals mental and physical weakness. In prison
culture weakness can be contagious and spread to otherwise non-weak inmates who are
publicly too supportive of weak inmates. Contagion may apply to straight men hanging
with gays if gays conceal their preference. Concealment causes problems. Openness
doesn’t.

“The dudes that's undercover can mix with everyone, they may be lifting weights

or good athletes; the known fags mix with their own crowd. Some straights

associate with fags, but mostly not. Say you have 1000 inmates in open population
after 30 days everyone knows who’s who, open out homos running around, they
can socialize and all that, don’t nobody isolate, they talk to them and stuff. As
long as there's respect involved everything's cool, | can know you're under cover
and it's ok.”

Too much support for a sexual assault victim connotes supporters’ weakness. A
sexual victim’s plight only continues even if sexual assault was reported. Once assaulted,
a sexual victim’s withdrawn from compound social life or release from protective
custody would be met by cultural isolation. Victims are cultural cast off to marginal

social positions. Finding alliances of any type would be highly doubtful.

Victim’s Interpretation of Sexual Assault

The next self-reported narrative led an inmate into gay subculture. This self-

report highlights the cultural interpretation of his sexual victimization.® This narrative

% The term “rationalization’ was avoided for a specific reason. The victim’s characterization of the rape
and rapist, and his response to them, expressed in uniformly throughout interview narratives. One might
interpret uniform similarity as a set of rationalizations, but when inmates’ self-reports are highly structured
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reveals the complex dynamic of a sexual assault and mixed emotions and interpretations
of its victim. The narrative expresses the victim’s characterization of the rapist. The
victim said his rape was not “aggressive” and made him “feel comfortable.” Here can be
found the conceptual grey area between prison rape and prison sex as interpreted within
prison worldview. In the eyes of an inmate jury, a non-aggressive sexual act, wherein a
victim reported that he felt comfortable, would not be judged by an inmate jury as rape.
An inmate reported:

“It was after the riot. My experience with the rape came when we came

off the yard, and they put me in a cell with ten inmates who were naked.

They left us in there for twenty-four hours with no clothing. They came

and after about seven days with being in a cell with ten guys they moved

everyone out and left two inmates in a cell with one bed.

I was in there with a big older dude and he was trying to explain to
me that he wanted to have sex with me. I told him | wasn’t feeling
it and he came at me and tried to choke me, put his hands around
my neck. | got him off of me and we started wrestling. | started
punching him and we fought until we couldn’t fight anymore. He
called me [PERSONAL NAME], and said [PERSONAL NAME]
I’m not going to hurt you, over and over again. | was so tired, |

was just like *““fuck, ok.”

He went over to a little corner of the cell and got a piece of soap

and washed hisself and me off. He inserted his penis in my butt; he

and uniform in content, independent of prison and geographic location, a strong argument can be made for
cultural patterns rather than idiosyncratic interpretation.
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was so gentle, he didn’t aggressively take me. He was older and
knew what he was doing. After he got finished he sat down and
talked to me and stuff like that. | was so angry and couldn’t do
nothing about it; emotionally it really messed me up. It’s still a
rape, there’s nothing I can do about it. When | got out in general
population | was turned out. There wasn’t no beating, he choked
me at first to get me, but after | submitted the rape itself wasn’t
aggressive he didn’t continue to choke me while penetrating or

nothing like that, he made me feel comfortable.”

Safe Zones
“They can’t really protect you in here from rape. They got their hands
full. When you got 64 guys in one dorm and we’re all moving around ,
ones in the shower, ones in the bathroom, ones’ talking to the free man,
you know, by the time he’d know it’s [rape] done. They do a good job at
it, but there’s always times they not around certain spots if someone’s

determined to do something like that.”

Prison security and inmate safety depend on formal and informal processes of
social control. Inmates interviewed in this research perceived themselves to be the major
stakeholder in institution peace and order. This finding supports Sykes and Messinger’s
1960 research. Previous research supports our finding that inmates consent to their own
management. Inmates don’t relinquish control over their own protection by believing
that institutional systems can offer protection. Inmates invoke an analogy to free-society

crime prevention. In the free society, they reported, citizens buy home burglar alarms;
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however, buying such alarms does not free the police from their responsibility to
maintain social order. Inmates said they must create their own ‘rape’ detection and
physical protection systems; however, institutional formal social control mechanisms and
informal staff awareness and action must also operate. Inmates are keenly aware of self-

protection systems.

Cultural forms of vulnerability

Vulnerability to inmate sexual assault focuses on cultural metaphors of physical
and mental weakness. Thus far, narrative data analysis has exposed definitions of
strength and weakness. Inmates vulnerable to physical and sexual assault have the
following traits. Weak inmates avoid social contact. They avert their eyes when walking
the compound. They limit social interaction. They may confine themselves to the area
near their cell. They may do “sink baths’ rather than use an open shower. These criteria
alone signal weakness to some degree, but the single-most important criterion of
weakness rests on the absence of social support. Old-school inmates have companions or
relatives waiting for them. By contrast, inmates new to prison life may not know anyone
when they arrive. They are by cultural definition weak. How these inmates negotiate
prison social life determines in large measure how well they will do time.

Prison life embodies social interactions. The formation of social groups, such as
those noted below, organize social interactions and create inmate social structure.*
Inmates on the margin of groups have few options to connect to inmates in groups. Such
a connection requires a link between them and the group. A new inmate needs a single

social tie to slide into the mainstream social culture. Social jostling symbolizes shifts in

% This usage refers to regular patterns of interactions.
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social ties. Some ties are made through sex. An affiliation with other inmates or inmate

group happens in a variety of ways. These are noted below.

Cultural Forms of Self-Protection

Inmates said they share a live-and-let-live approach to prison social life. Social
distance between inmates and staff creates social space. Operating in that social space
are social arrangements that afford inmates safety. These are called safe zones; they are
ways in which inmates take protection and safety into their hands. Some inmates
deliberately create safe zones (solitude; closeness to staff; violence; avoidance; physical
strength). Other safe zones emerge from organic social forms that would be seen even
without a potential for rape. These include families, gangs, and religious groups. Finally,

some safe zones are created by establishing same-sex relationships.

Social Isolation: Avoiding the Sex Scene

Trouble can be avoided if, said inmates, they do not put themselves in risky

situations.

“Just don’t get involved in the conversation. They have what they call
games. They call them come-on games. They might grab the guy on the
butt or say something sexual. You throw something at them to see how
they react. Don’t play the homosexual games, once it starts it gets out of
hand. If a person is not like that then a fight will erupt. Main thing is how
you carry yourself, if I go up to a man and tell him I’m gay, the next thing

you know he’s going to want me to do stuff for him, as long as | don’t tell

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



188

him, they’ll leave me alone. If you feel they are trying to get you just stay

away from that person.”

“Tell them that you don’t mess around, and that you’re not interested in
it. If you isolate and do what you have to do for yourself, stay out of the
way, you won’t be involved. It’s easy to stay to yourself. Read books,
don’t bother anybody, but I don’t go out in the day room and socialize,

I’m just doing my time and getting out. | see a lot of that.”

““Stay to yourself. Get you a book, get under your radio, get off into your
own world. Here half the people I see stand to theirself. They [predators]

pay that person respect, he don’t want to be bothered.”

“Or thing, you got to keep to yourself. Don’t get into the homosexual
game. Easy to stay out of it if you don’t want to, I’ve never had any
problem. | think with women it’s different than with men. With women if
you get into the homosexuality game there’s definitely a flirty kind of
courtship dance that goes on. Kind of like flirting, a lot of the girls you

see, they flirt.”

Sexual involvement leads to bitter jealousy and squabbles and fights, and their

consequences--rejection and social isolation.
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“| think often times they come out of relationships where there was a lot of
abuse and that’s all they really know and they’re attracted to aggressive
females. They beat the shit out of each other all the time that’s where all
the fighting in prison is pretty much. The least little thing will set them off,

jealousy, whether they got their store.”

A straight inmate has a better chance to avoid sexual assault and involvement in
others’ problems, which could bring nothing but trouble. Closeness to friends, relatives,

and street partners offers social and emotional support.

Aggressive Postures

Violence

“Victim [of violence] is a pussy; couldn’t take care of himself. Lot of people who
can look into someone’s eyes and tell if someone’s afraid. | don’t look into
people’s eyes. | make up for it by trying to act like someone big.”

There are reported incidents of altruistic protection of young inmates, and many
examples of institutional mechanisms of safety. Social network relationships may
function as rape and violence protection. Inmates insist that an optimum form of safety
requires skilled self-protection. Some do this with violence or the image of being violent.
Narratives report that new inmates, especially whites, are ‘tested’ soon after going on the
compound. The excerpt below presents an example of being tested. The context shows
that a correctional officer watches but doesn’t intervene. Allowing the situation to

continue indicates the white inmate’s strength.
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“Imagine a guy coming to penitentiary. The first time, child molester or
middle-age guys. They look at this place and say, where am I. They
shrivel up and they jump when somebody’s says Boo. You don’t have
what it takes to be here. Everybody should come to maximum penitentiary
first no matter what crime it is. Max prison will make men change; smack
a dude in the mouth; make him stand up at chow; or make him wash your
dirty draws because you think you’re a piece of shit. January’ 99 came
into [UNIT NAME]. First dude said something | smacked him in my
mouth and got beat up. First time | put a shank in somebody, dudes say,

wow, he’s bad. Word and respect are only things you have in here.”

“When I first took a shower here three black guys surrounded me. One
had a broom; he told me ‘what you going to do white boy’? There’s an
officer standing right there just watching it. | was scared but | kept making
eye contact, said I’m not going to swing first. | have no clue what to do,

especially since the officer is right there, I just didn’t back down.”

“I first came in to [THIS PRISON], an older guy seen the freshness in me
and he didn’t know I sensed that [he sensed the older guy’s desire]. He
was talking sexual to me and | had to have a confrontation with him. 1
had to pull a knife out on him. When you go through that, they know from

now on. After that | had no problem.”
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“If I was a small guy 1’d get me a big knife and | would do something terrible to
the first person who tried, to make an example. No one wants to take a chance or
work for it [to fight for sex or get hurt trying to have sex]. If they thought their
target might gut them, they won’t do it. Choices are get a knife and run it up
through the guy, you’ll do a couple years in lock up but when you get out you’ll

be left alone, people will know.”

“l was 19, I turned 20 in [OTHER STATE PRISON], I already assumed I was
going to have to kill everybody there, and | went there and all my friends | grew
up with was already there. | had an attitude to survive, | jugged dudes up and did

what | had to do, no one tried to turn me out.”

Even though inmates do not feel threatened by the potential for being raped, they

do report that an actual rape and a thought of rape have an effect. Inmates may think

about rape more often, feel badly, get angry, and become more cautious and feel more

agitated; these reactions (or non-reactions through denial) influence the climate in a

prison or more specifically in the immediate area of a rape, such as a cell block or

shower.

Inmates may shower wearing their underwear, inmates said, or choose to shower

when no one else would likely to enter a car wash (an open shower area with many

shower heads). Another technique finds that some inmates shower wearing work boots to

conceal a shank. Violence and rape protection are topics found in verbal communication,

such as conversations or urban myths.
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Physical Strength

A body builder’s physique may offer protection. His size and strength send a
powerful message, but physical strength does not preclude a desire for sex activity

of many types.

Back in the day young victims were targets of sexual aggression, but now the
game has changed. You got big muscle-bound dudes wearing panties. Who is

going to tell this big 6°5”” guy he’s not gay.

Protective Value of Partners and Companions

“What does the fag give a straight in return for protection? Sometimes there’s
just cool guys in here [straights] that don’t like to see people get taken advantage
of it, just felt like I wanted to, don’t need nothing in return.”

The most common mechanism necessary to create a safe zone requires social ties
to partners. Partners may be crime partners, former cellmates, former street companions,
and relatives--cousins and siblings or parents. If a young inmate can quickly establish
social affiliations, others do not perceive him to be weak. Thus, his vulnerability

decreases.

“There’s no safe zone if a guy’s got no partners. In a high-security prison
if a guy wants you, you gonna be had. Max joint dudes [when they] first

come in they look for someone they know. If they don’t, they in trouble.”
The next excerpt shows that recidivists have ready-made social network.

Guy comes in and goes to reception. That’s where they link up with other

groups. He knows where he fits if he’s a repeat offender.”
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The next excerpt illustrates that an absence of social relationships

increases an inmate’s risk of sexual violence.

“If a friend of mine was raped, 1’d help him, but I've never seen it. I'm sure some
do. The problem is that most victims don’t have any friends that would, that’s why
they were a victim in the first place.”

Generally, physical safety cannot be guaranteed on a prison compound, but the
acquisition of companions can afford inmates a sense of safety. Overall, an individual’s
safety depends on personal network size. However, other factors influence the potential
effect network size has on safety. Direct social ties to groups, such as joining a religious
group, may provide rape protection, but protection depends on the nature of the group
and on the reputation of an inmate. Partnerships signal an inmate’s sociability and

strength, but no one wants to affiliate with a weak inmate.

“[Rape is] trying to make a person do something they normally wouldn’t

do, mentally physically, whatever. If he’s not gay but is weak minded he

will go for anything to be welcomed into the utopia in [THIS PRISON].

Weak minded guy will be gay or do sexual favors if they don’t have extra

money or commissary. [They’ll do] anything so they’ll be liked by a dude

who’s liked by a lot of dudes, but it don’t ever really work like that.

They’re still seen as weak.”
As this quotation illustrates, inmates’ subjective perception of others’ strength or
weakness influences the nature of inmates’ social relationships. A culturally determined

level of weakness and strength has direct effects on inmates’ reputation. Social
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reputation influences social network formation, which in turn increases or decreases the

risk of sexual violence.

Schooling

Coming under someone’s wing puts a weak inmate “under” the protection of an
older veteran inmate who ‘schools’ them in the ways of the prison. A protector does not
necessarily ask a young inmate to repay his protection debt with sex, commissary, cash,
or stamps. Protectors said that a young inmate’s fear reminds them of their own anxiety

and fear upon entering prison so they reach out to offer protection.

“I’ll give you an example of how [safe zones] works. After | got to
[prison], they brought this kid down there. When | come here | was an
18 year old young white kid. The older guys took me under their wing

and schooled me.”

“They gave this kid [youngster new in prison] forever. The kid looked
like he was 14 years old, was about 5’5", 120 pounds soaking wet,
short hair no facial hair, kid couldn’t read or write. | took him up
under my wing and tried to school him and told him this is what you
got to do. Always talk back if you get pressed, fight, stab, kill, tell

them ‘you have my word’—this means I’m protecting you.”

Closeness to Staff

New inmates move physically close to staff and cultivate relationships to
encourage protection. This can be beneficial, but in prison, something good comes with a

cost. Closeness to staff can set up an inmate as a snitch and weaken his ties to peers as
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they wonder why he spends so much time talking to ‘the man.” Narratives report too that,

despite the efforts of inmates to get close, some line staff don’t care about responding to

inmates. Inmates say they “do their eight and go home.”

“He could buddy up with a correctional officer and make sure he’ll be

close by you, or buddy up with a lion to protect you.”

“To prevent being raped, some inmates get associated with staff early on,
hang out in the chapels and officers lounges, volunteer for duties that will

put them in contact with staff during the day, gardening and yard.”

Family, Friends, and Lovers: Social and Intimate Relations

Friends and family

There are a variety of reasons for establishing friendship ties. Close
friendships may be labeled with kinship terms. Sex and protection are may be
associated with such ties. However, kin terms may initially create an emotion tie

but that’s no guarantee it’ll prevent sexual aggression.

Over decades of prison research, from Ward and Kassebaum’s 1962 to
Pollock’s 2002 study, analyzes women inmates’ pseudo-families, which are
created by the application of family kin terms to non-family members; thus,
fictive kinship units are formed. Men’s studies reported fictive kin, such as
daddies and boys, but research has overlooked their socio-emotional and

protection functions.

Table 27 shows usage data on women’s kin term. For sentences of less

and more than five years served, fictive kin terms slightly decrease in use to 93.8
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from 95.8 percent. Over the same sentence length, men’s kin term usage

increases to 56.2 from 36.4 percent.

“[Street] women leave when men come to the institutions and get locked
up. The man caused problems to make her leave so when he comes to the
joint, the women leave, and here’s the homo coming in for [his]
companionship. Homo is his mother, wife, queen, his everything and he is

to her too. Dude is the father, big brother, and best friend to the girl.”

Table 27 Inmates’ Perception of the Use of Kinship Terms by Gender and Time Served,

oyrs.
Total 5or less Years >5 Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 7 4.9 4 4.2 3 6.3

Yes 136 95.1 91 95.8 45 93.8
Men

No 178 53.9 89 63.6 89 46.8

Yes 152 46.1 ol 36.4 101 53.2

Table 28 shows among women and men that kinship term usage increases to 96.9

from 94.6 percent and to 53.9 from 40.2 percent, respectively, after 10 years served.
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Table 28 Inmates’ Perception of the Use of Kinship Terms by Gender and Time Served,

10yrs.
Total <10 Years 10 + Years
Num % Num % Num %

Women

No 7 4.9 6 5.4 1 3.1

Yes 136 95.1 105 94.6 31 96.9
Men

No 178 53.9 113 59.8 65 46.1

Yes 152 46.1 76 40.2 76 53.9

Domestic relations

Men’s family relations include daddy/boy, daddy/son, and husband/homosexual
(wife). A boy and a son are under daddy’s wing. This arrangement has economic
implications. A daddy-wife relation permits sex. They are known to “set-up house.”
Some men use the term family, some don’t. Man/boy or daddy/boy relationships are not

necessarily sexual although personal ties can lead to sex.

Daddy/Son, Daddy/Boy. A daddy schools his boy and son in the ways of prison
life and protects them. A daddy’s protection requires compensation in the form of goods
sent by a boy’s and son’s street family. The next excerpt shows that the speaker refers to
the daddy/son relation as a hustle; the daddy and son have a sexual relationship; and the
daddy controls all property. Sometimes, the terms son and boy are synonyms; boy and

kid are often interchangeable. Customarily, however, a son and his daddy have a non-
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sexual relation. This arrangement has an analogue in the mother/daughter relation in

women’s prison.

“Family units do exist here. An older guy befriends a younger guy it’s
called a son; he’ll be a guy that doesn’t have much, is easily influenced.
It’s not a good title to have in the pen for someone to call you son. Don’t

have a mom though. [You] wouldn’t hear the guy say ‘that’s my dad.”””

“You don’t have sex with your son, extort money though. The young guy
is like a gopher and the older guy just uses him. Sometimes it’s sexual;
then you’d hear the older dude say ‘my boy.” Majority of time it’s not sex;

but an older guy wouldn’t call a kid his son.”

“No one will hurt you if you’re someone’s son, respecting another man’s
hand, you got to respect what he’s doing. It’s [having a boy] another
man’s hustle. Women [queens] find weaker inmates and protect them;
some mothers [queen playing mother to a boy] go for that. They’ll [boy’s

family] send stuff from the outside to keep their son safe.”

“It’s more or less like, a gay dude might have some dude but it’s not a
mom and dad role, in a sense it is, it’s either one. You do have people say

that’s my son; they take care of him and take him under their wing.”
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“Everywhere, it happens more than gang membership. Dudes are weak,
the son can’t own nothing; everything he get has to go to dad. He give you
what he think you need to have. We got a lot of old gramps on our block
and a lot of weak cats too. | see this all the time. Dude will say that’s my

son.”

“Out of 50 people, 20 or 25 could be in a family, they’d be sons. The sons
are not considered gay, they just considered weak. It’s not a sexual
relationship. They are worried about getting beat up, you can have all my

groceries just don’t punch me in my face.”

The next excerpt expands a daddy/son relation. Daddy takes a wife (fag)

and additional sons who are then brothers.

““Lot of guys have family that is dead or disowned him so they get involved
in a group and have [fictive] brothers and will have a fag and say this is
my broad; the fag is the sister to his brothers. Most guys in here have

compassion to kids and young people. There is no sex [among] brothers.”

“A man and punk [fag] can adopt a son; he may be an older guy or
younger guy. It’s not a good title to have in the pen for someone to call
you son. A man can turn him out [or adopt him] and have more sons and

more wives depending on the initial situation. Some women can’t stand
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their men going out with women. Some punks will allow their man to have

other relationships but some won’t.”

Family members are “less likely to be raped [by others], [be]cause they got a
little family now, others will leave them alone.”” Such ties don’t, however, preclude intra-

family violence or in extreme cases intra-family rape.

Daddy/Fag or Daddy/Wife. These are known as domestic relations with complex
internal dynamics; if serious family violence occurs, it would most likely be in a
daddy/fag relation. A man’s wife would be his fag. The terms ho’ and bitch, in the
second excerpt below, inmates said are not derogative reference terms when used in this

context.

“A fag do what the women do; they like a stay at home mom. She take
care of the cell, make a guys food for him. Carry drugs and shanks if their
dudes are in the business, like a mule in a sense, will do whatever to keep
their man out of the hole. I’ve seen the homo stab someone just to go to

the hole to be with their man, very loyal.”

“Daddy will call his wife ““my ho’” or “my mommie.” 1’ve seen some
pretty tough fellas, football players and wrestlers, have ho’s and they

[females] are [now] safe bitches.”

Husband/wife relations may evolve into a long-term relationship and last many
years. In the initial dating stages, violence would be unlikely. But as a couple stays

together longer, violence may likely occur as their emotional closeness transforms into an
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emotional entanglement of jealousy and anger. The longer a couple remains together the

more likely a man considers his wife his ‘property.’

I seen a bunch of it; couple having they problems like you would [on the
street]. It’s strange, weird stuff. You got a homosexual who acts looks and
talks like a female; he’s [husband] calling her baby this and baby that and
[she’s] jealous about him talking to another female. They [husband] get
the shit; she might throw a pot at him or something. 1’ve seen weird
domestic fighting. | seen a stabbing before. They [husband/wife] really

fall in love. It’s a heck of a thing.

Domestic violence

Fictive kinship denotes inmates involved in domestic relationships. Domestic
relationships® are short- and long-term. Short-term unions usually don’t end in violence
or rape. Relationships begin with a “feeling out” period, inmates said. During this time,
inmates decide if want a long-term relationship. A break up may occur within 30 or 60
days with no consequences. Such relations are considered short dating episodes like
those on the street. Long-term relationships—a year or more--can turn sour. When they
do, domestic violence or even rape can erupt. Sexual violence may be a cultural

possibility, albeit rare, said inmates.

Figure 4 illustrates a comparison of inmates’ perceived estimate of domestic

violence among dating inmates. These data show that 96 percent of women inmates

*! In prison speech community, the term partner has a range of meanings. For example, partner refers to
inmates who regularly walk the yard and to crime partner and other applications. Partner does not include
lovers. Inmates do not refer to domestic partners. Partners and those involved in amorous relations are
distinctive.
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reported the process of inmate dating. Among those women, 79.5 percent result in
violence. Men inmates reported that 67.2 percent date. Among those men, 64.4 percent

result in violence.

Figure 4 Domestic Violence among Dating Inmates
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Gangs
Prison gangs, like religious groups, afford a modicum of protection. However,

protection depends on the behavior of the person seeking it. Owing debts would not
likely motivate gang or religious group companions to risk their safety and “freedom’
inside for someone’s self-created problems. Interview data show that religious group
affiliation, particularly membership in the Black Muslims, affords stronger protection
than gangs. Inmates ‘ride’ in a gang, inmates said, or are protected ‘under a gang
umbrella. “He’ll say that dude there belongs to the Crips or the Folks or they’ll even say

well the Aryan Nation is protecting him for financial reasons. They ain’t messing with
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him, but they protect him anyway.” Protection under a gang’s umbrella, inmates said, has
a street analogy but may have insidious motivations and horrible consequences for naive
inmates who seek gang affiliation for protection. Finding safety under a gang’s umbrella
depends on how well other members like an inmate, how he “carries himself,” and his

fighting ability.

“A lot of gang members tend to put umbrellas on homosexuals and
friends; same if on the street and | knew you, and because | know you if
you had a problem and knew me, nothing could happen because you knew

me. You’d tell me and I’d take care of it. They do that in here.”

Assessing the benefits of gang affiliation can be deceptive. Group affiliation also
brings exposure to sexual and economic risks. A weak inmate may look like he’s riding.
In fact, he’s actually someone’s fag, or gang members are exploiting him for his

commissary, cigarettes, soup, or money he receives from his family.

Gang-member rape. Overall, inmates said gang members are less likely to be

raped. If they are, the attacker most likely comes from the same gang.

Race and gang rape. Intra-gang rape indicates, in most cases, intra-race rape
Inter-racial gang rape (or inter-racial rape, in general, inmates said, may start a race war.

Inter-racial rape connotes racial disrespect. Gang rape was cited once as retaliation.

“The only type of rapes gangs would be ordering would be for retaliatory
purposes, it’s not a sexual act. It’s the same reason on the outside, [when

in retaliation] you’d cut a guy’s dog up and put it on [someone’s] porch.
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[Gangs] play a minor role. Most gangs forbid [gang-group rape]. If you

are found out they would banish you or kick the shit out of you.”

“I never seen actual gang rape; don’t see whole clique of guys doing that,
you got laws about that; if you rape someone that’s real bad. I’m the head
man of my organization, if a dude rapes a homosexual or rapes a female
it’s a physical punishment. I’ll put skull cap over the face and he’ll take 30
shots to the head. It feels like you bashing that person’s soul in by raping

them.”

Religious group affiliation
Religious-group affiliation has a range of functions. The following excerpt
shows that, in some sense, a tough public image and religious-group membership are

mutually exclusive.

““Some dudes put up that I’m tough image, some guys go to religion, got
the Muslims, the Christians, and there’s a lot of them, been in the system

a lot time, not going to let nothing happen to another Christian.”

Inmates may interpret religious affiliation as either a hustle for protection and
easy access to the chapel or, more likely in women’s than men’s prisons, a true
emergence of religious spirituality. Chapels are commonly cited places where
homosexual relationships occur. Chapels have little supervision, thus easy access to
sexual relations. What’s more, inmates said, staff can’t prevent inmates from attending

chapel services.
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Interview data indicated that in order to publicly demonstrate a true religious
calling, inmates must attend all services and bible study groups, behave in religiously
appropriate ways (accepting dietary restrictions), carry a bible, and wear religious
clothing even outside public view. The devote inmate will behave this way over many
years. No one confronts an inmate’s religious hustle, inmates said, but these inmates

acquire a hustler’s reputation. They are now ‘fakers.’

“A lot of people coming through the gate with the holy bible in their hand
thinking that’s going to stop it, within a week you find out they’re not

Christians and they’re not going to church they’re using that to duck and
they’re going to flock on them. If you come in here and you’re a religious

person they’ll leave you alone.”

“I’m a very religious person now, | wasn’t until 1997, but I have a past.
God removes the desire [to have sex], he does not remove the ability. |
tell youngsters that when they get in my face, if something happens you
will have to do something and it’s something that you and God will settle

afterwards.”

“If a person is serious about religion they’re not going to be messed with
sex. Have you met [PERSONAL NAME]. He will tell you that he brought
god into the penitentiary, but he did not change this penitentiary,

[PERSONAL NAME] changed this place. [PERSONAL NAME] allowed

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



206

more Christian people to come in as visitors and organizations, but he

didn’t change the penitentiary.”
The misrepresentation of a religious life may be transparent to rapists.

“Well, I heard a lot of times that most of them using the religion for
protection from the rest of the guys. The predator can just about see
through it, see who’s really down with Christian life or using that Bible to
protect them. If they are real Christians they are not bothered period,

religion gets respect from them all.”

A religious group may be a safety zone if the group has earned respect—*“true”
Christians, for instance, and has membership sufficient to impose their power. Religion

may provide a spiritual foundation.

“If they see that you are going to church they will give you that respect,
they will treat you with respect. They’ll test you, ask you something about
the bible. You got some running with bibles and still in homosexual
activity. But they got old school convicts that can spot a faker a mile away
S0 you got to be careful. Trying to remain strong and not succumb to gay
behavior is a challenge. Some inmates use spirituality to strengthen

them.”

“Religion works, man; you need some type of spiritual foundation to

remain solid. You need God in your life. Some things are just not allowed
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in your circle, you won’t allow yourself to be gay if you feel like God

won’t love you if you’re gay.”

Gays and weak men in religious groups won’t be openly bullied, mocked or
picked on. Respect comes to inmates deemed religious. “The only group that would
protect even a gay or weak dude is the Muslims. They don’t care what’s wrong with their
brother, you better not do nothing to them. They deep; there’s repercussions behind that.

You have white and black Muslims; they was behind the riots [at some prison].”

If a man decides to leave a gang he may find sanctuary in a respected

religious group.

“Religion helps for anything if you have any type of problems. Like a gang
member wants to get out of a gang, if you choose religion they don’t mess
with you, I guess religion is the powerfullest thing in the pen if you walk

the walk.”

Cultural Distinctiveness among Acts of Prison Sex

The cultural synthesis of prison homosexuality derives from inmates’ subjective
perceptions of inmate sexual violence. Clemmer’s theory of culture argues that verbal
communication represents inmates’ primary channel for the acquisition of cultural
knowledge. Inmates assimilate cultural knowledge of sexual behavior independent of
actual occurrences of sexual violence. A social analysis of consensual sex, coercive sex,
and prison rape does not necessarily infer the occurrence of these behaviors.

Mutual sex, coercive sex, and rape are acts on a continuum. Each act symbolizes

a bundle of social traits. These distinctive social traits uniquely define the acts. This
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does not imply progressive aggression. Inmates who engage in mutual sex do not
necessarily move on to be aggressors or victims in incidents of sexual pressure. A rapist
and rape victim do not necessarily pass through incidents of mild and strong coercive sex.
Criteria overlap between types of sexual acts and mask their distinctions.

The cultural synthesis below represents mid-points in a descriptive range of
criteria attendant to sexual behavior. These summaries highlight distinctive pre-sex and

post-sex social dynamics of sexual consent vs. sexual coercion vs. prison rape.

Mutual sex

The simplest form of sexual unions focuses on economic exchange and mutual
agreement on sexual participation. Canteen goods or physical protection or socio-
emotional support are exchanged for sex acts. Mutual sex represents non-aggressive
seduction, a situation when both parties are fully aware of the exchange. Inmates said
“fair exchange is no robbery.” Mutual sex occurs without violence and further social
responsibility imposed mutually or unilaterally by a masculine and feminine role player.
However, there are no restrictions on a continued mutual relationship. In this sexual

union, masculine and feminine role players’ allies do not display social interest.

Degrees of sexual pressure

Sexual coercion occurs on a continuum. General aggression signals a critical
transformation from consensual to non-consensual relations. At the simple end of the
continuum, the union excludes a mutual exchange of goods or services. Mutuality gives
way to unidirectional exchange—an aggressor dominates a passive actor. Inmate culture

may still consider this sexual union seduction but seduction leans toward a more
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aggressive stance. In this type of pressured seduction, a passive role player may decide
to walk away without violent consequences. The aggressive and passive players have
culturally prescribed social options open to other inmates. An aggressor would not be
interpreted as a rapist. A passive player would not necessarily garner a weak reputation.
A consensual union becomes coercive when an inmate jury judges the
relationship has become aggressive. In the absence of open aggression, a passively
aggressive actor may heighten the intensity of the relationship and put added pressure on
a passive actor to engage in sex. The passive player now feels trapped and vulnerable to
physical violence even if an aggressor does not strike out. Committed to engage in sex a
passive player obtains a negative reputation and loses the freedoms available prior to the
pressured sex act. A pressured inmate cannot easily abandon the reputation accorded him
by on-lookers to the aggressive act. Allies of a pressured inmate respond to the
aggressive seduction and alienate the seduced inmate by denying their social and physical
support. An aggressive seduction leads a pressured inmate to a narrow set of social role
choices. He can try to fight his way out of a bad reputation by fighting the aggressor, or
pay off the aggressor to leave him alone, or ask for institutional protection. Unless a
pressured inmate can somehow recover a strong reputation and regain allies he remains
socially weak and physically vulnerable. Now a pressured inmate subject falls open to
the whims of stronger aggressive inmates. A pressured inmate now has no culturally
prescribed positive social options unavailable. His own economic resources fall under

restricted access by others’ desires.
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Sexual violence

A sexual aggressor’s violent attack would be necessary but not necessarily
sufficient to interpret a sexual attack as rape. Other rape criteria must co-occur.
Pressured sexual unions become strongly coercive sex when a number of changes occur
to female role players and his allies. When a victim fills the low status of punk or boy he
symbolically transforms into a ‘woman.” Culturally prescriptive behavior restricts sexual
relations only to a man who governs him. He can be beaten or killed as an act culturally
justifiable within inmate society’s cultural rules on sex. There are additional
consequences as well. Sexual violence inflicted on a victim defines him as weak.
However, when a victim’s weakness transfers to his allies, they consider their
companion’s victimization an affront to their reputation. At this point, cultural
regulations on retaliation come into play. To regain his and his allies’ reputation a victim
may now attack his assailant. He may attack alone—the best case since it shows his
strength and anger over the assault. He may attack but may have back up by his allies.
This style of retaliation, while culturally available, has a less compensatory, positive
effect on a victim’s reputation. With or without back up, a victim’s reputation
diminishes. He will never again be considered strong. The option of retaliation, although
a prescribed cultural means to regain his reputation, poses high risk to a victim’s allies.
Retaliation does not elevate their status and reputation. However, it does expose them to
violence by an assailant and his allies. Instead of retaliation, a victim’s allies alienate

him.
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Summary: distinctive cultural characteristics of sexual acts

Inmates’ subjective perceptions of mutual sex, coercive sex, and rape can be
summarized with culturally valid criteria. Consensual unions are not aggressive and
require a mutual exchange of sex for goods or services. Coercive unions are mildly to
strongly aggressive. Mild sexual pressure leaves an object’s social alternatives open. He
may likely remain in general population. Strongly aggressive unions cut a victim’s social
options. He can no longer remain in general population as a *‘man.” However, he can
choose to adopt another socio-sexual role. He may choose to become someone’s wife or
may become gay. A victim now becomes metaphorically weak. He may have a few
straight allies to hang out with, but they cannot be relied upon for protection. Rape has
three cultural requirements. First, an aggressor attacks a victim. Second, a victim’s
status changes to punk. Third, a victim’s allies abandon him. A victim may retaliate
against an attacker. However, a victim’s retaliation adds additional risk to sexual assault.
A victim’s allies may assist a victim, but that would endanger them and provide them

with no material gain.
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CHAPTER 5. MANAGEMENT OF PRISON SEXUAL VIOLENCE

“Disease. | think that’s why rape stopped.”

Clemmer’s theory of culture was based on three assumptions. First, culture has a
supra-individual quality; this means the content and structure of knowledge persists
between generations. Second, cultural transmission relies on verbal messages. These
messages transmit cultural information to inmates. Third, cultural messages create a
socio-psychological and cultural reality. Fourth, inmates’ experiences inside and outside
prison shape their perception of and adaptation to prison social life. Assumptions three
and four culminate in an infusion of cultural knowledge. Inmates also learn to feel and
respond in ways similar to others. In this way, inmates were prisonized. Verbal
messages strongly influenced inmates’ knowledge of prison life and sexual violence.
Information they receive about incidents of prison rape may or may not correspond to
actual acts of prison sexual assault. Nevertheless, inmates perceive and respond to these
messages. Inmates may respond to messages, in the simplest form, by the simple act of
gossip and informal transmission of information to others.

Overall influence of the barrage of verbal information conveyed to and among
inmates has not been well defined. However, this and other research has shown that
verbal messages influence inmates’ perceptions of personal and institutional safety.
These messages also influence inmates’ responses to actual and potential threats of
violence. Safety zones represent a cultural response to threats of dangerousness.
Analysis has shown that inmates’ sense of fear of sexual victimization and worry about
sexual threats to their personal safety has been influenced to some degree by verbal

messages about prison rape. However, there appears to be no necessary relationship
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between what inmates hear about prison rape and their level of threat and worry. There
seems to be little doubt that prison sexual assault as a category of cultural knowledge has
become a persistent, multi-generational characteristic of the supra-individual nature of
prison culture.
Inmates’ Perceptions of the Management of Inmate Sexual Behavior

Inmates’ cultural perception of sexual violence and personal and institution
safety extends beyond boundaries defined by verbal messages conveyed about inmate
sexual assault. Cultural perceptions include inmates’ subjective perceptions on the
influence of staff conduct and institution management on institution and personal safety.
Cultural knowledge data were gathered on two broad categories. The first assesses
inmates’ perceptions of prison staff and institution management of prison sexual and
sexual assault. The second category includes six questions which assess inmates’
opinions on staff-based influence of sexual conduct and institution-based practices

designed to prevent and intervene on sexual behavior and sexual violence.

Salience of cultural knowledge

Management questions measure cultural consensus. Consensus refers to the
salience (Fleisher & Harrington, 1998). Salience means shared knowledge as an
indicator of (1) cultural importance or (2) degree of shared knowledge. Clemmer’s
theory argues that different sets of peers or residence in different housing units influence
inmates’ perception of prison. The substance of inmates’ knowledge and importance of
knowledge will vary by environmental differences. Thus, correctional officers’ attempt
to prevent rape would be more salient knowledge (that is, they would know more about

it) where rape would be more likely. Inmates in high-security housing may know less
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and value what they know less about rape and sex affair prevention than inmates in

inmates in dorms.

Staff Verbal Messages about Sexual Behavior and Sexual Violence

This paradigm of questions investigated the interaction of staff verbal and
behavior messages on inmates based on the assumption that staff behavioral and verbal
conduct would influence inmates’ behavioral and verbal conduct. If inmates hear staff
talk about rape inmates may be less likely to report rape. If inmates know of cases of
staff engaging in sex with inmates or raping inmates, inmates may be less likely to report
rape based on the assumption that inmates’ trust in staff would be eroded by staff
misconduct. Inmates’ reports of rape, independent of staff conduct, may be forms of
inmate-instigated staff manipulation. Women reported that false rape allegations may be
perpetrated by women inmates who are jealous over a former male staff lover’s
admiration for another inmate, or jealousy caused by gifts given to some women but not
others.

Sex does not affect quality of life on the compound. [Inmates] they play

the staff and try to sue to get money. The inmates protect the COs they

like. They blame others [COs] to keep the ones they like out of trouble.

Black girls typically play COs for money. Staff get paranoid about this

and loose trust with inmates. Officers get put on administrative leave.

Most officers that get accused are black. Staff will bribe inmates, threaten

them. . . . Girls claim staff raped [them] to get money from him. COs

has good relationship with girls; share candy, bring gum. Someone

snitches off a nice CO but girls claim some other CO did it, the one who
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they didn't like. Black inmates step up COs claiming rape--staff then get

paranoid and distance themselves from inmates. Black officers are targets

of rape scam.

Table 29 compares the aggregate of men and women inmates on five management
issues. First, data show that 29.2 percent of men and 14.7 percent of women had not
heard correctional officers talk about prison rape. Second, 33.5 percent of men and 28.2
percent of women did not know cases of inmates reporting rape to officers. Third, 66.0
percent of men and 70.9 percent of women knew cases of officer-inmate sex. Fourth, 7.5
percent of men and 12.8 percent of women knew cases of officer-inmate rape. Fifth, 37.5
percent of men and 51.2 percent of women knew cases of false rape allegations against
officers.

“Yeah, inmates say they were raped to play staff. They say they were raped by a
staff member, they'd get locked up and do an investigation on a staff member, but

it’s consensual, when they don't get what they want, they tell.”

“A lot of [male] COs get walked because of relationships with [women] inmates,
more men [staff] than women. If women has sex with a CO, the CO is getting
played not the inmate. The girls tell on themselves. The girls tell another CO, the
girl goes to the hole, the CO gets under investigation. Inmates initiate the

relationship. Flirt with the COs. They tell a friend and the friend tells on them.”
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Table 29 Inmates’ Perceptions of Staff Verbal Messages by Gender

Total Men Women
Num % Num % Num %
*Have you heard officers talk
about rape?
No 343 749 233 708 110 85.3
Yes 115 251 9% 29.2 19 147
Do you know cases of inmates
reporting rape to an officer?
No 296 67.9 212 66.5 84 7138
Yes 140 321 107 335 33 282
Do you know cases of officers
and inmates having sex?
No 172 32.6 128 340 44 201
Yes 355 674 248  66.0 107  70.9
Do you know cases of officers
raping inmates?
No 431  90.0 308 925 123 87.2
Yes 43 9.1 25 7.5 18 128
Do inmates ever say they got
raped just to play staff?
No 268 58.6 205 625 63 488
Yes 189 414 123 375 66 51.2

*p < .001
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Interviews collected a few examples of a male staff member allegedly raping a male
inmate.

“There was only one that | know of [rape] and that was at [OTHER STATE
PRISON]. They tried to establish a relationship at first and the guy [inmate]
wouldn’t do it and then he [staff] tried money, and that didn’t work so he went in
there and raped him, while he was in the hole.”

Sixty-sex percent of men inmates and 70.9 percent of women inmates reported
knowing of sex between inmates and staff. These relationships could be either same- or
cross-sex relations.

“Yes, | heard that the officer got fired. They investigated it; well he got
suspended. She ended up copping from the hole and he never came back. They
got into jackoff in the closet. She had his cum to prove that.”

Men and women inmates reported sex with same- or opposite-sex staff as an
opportunity of material gain, recreation or both.

““A cute officer comes on, the inmate will immediately be at the desk, all up in his

business and the officer will flirt back. Not all officers are fucking the inmates,
but there have been several incidents where an inmate has got the officer fired
and the officer sticks by the inmate and she goes home with him when she’s done.

It’s usually black officers going with the white girls. It’s inmate rumor. If the
prison authorities are trying to prove it, it’s really hard unless you can get the
inmate to say it, but he’s sending you money and giving you cigarettes. You not

going to give it up. Inmate approaches the officer and the officer says *hell yeah,

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



218

I’m the man, I’m the shit, all these bitches want to do it to me.” In reality it’s not

really you, you just the only dick we have access to right now.”

“No, staff don’t rape inmates. There was a dude down here and he was sucking

his [officer’s] dick and he saved the sperm. That happened a couple months

before | came down. 1’d let a female officer rape me though.”

Table 30 and Table 31show five issues that influence prison culture and climate.
The percentage of men and women inmates who over a period of five years heard officers
talk openly about rape jumped to 44.3 from 11.8 percent among men and to 22.0 from
11.4 percent among women. Second, men and women with more than five years served
reported an increase in inmate reports of rape to officers to 48.0 from 16.9 percent for
men and to 54.1 from 16.3 percent for women. Third, men inmates with more than five
years served reported an increase in cases of officer-inmate sexual affairs to 76.8 from
52.7 percent among men and to 82.4 percent from 65.0 percent among women. Fourth,
10.2 percent of men and 14.9 percent of women reported knowledge of officer-to-inmate
rape. Fifth, with more than five years served, allegations of false rape allegation against
staff increased to 50.8 percent from 21.1 percent among men and to 54.4 percent from

49.4 percent among women.
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Table 30 Men Inmates’ Perceptions of Staff Verbal Messages by Time Served-5yrs

Total 5 Years or >5 Years
Less
Num % Num % Num %
*Have you heard officers talk
about rape?
No 233 708 135  88.2 98 557
Yes 9% 29.2 18 118 78 443
*Do you know cases of inmates
reporting rape to an officer?
No 212 66.5 123 83.1 89 520
Yes 107 335 25 16.9 82 48.0
*Do you know cases of officers
and inmates having sex?
No 128  34.0 80 473 48 232
Yes 248  66.0 89 527 159  76.8
Do you know cases of officers
raping inmates?
No 308 925 150 955 158  89.8
Yes 25 7.5 7 4.5 18 10.2
*Do inmates ever say they got
raped just to play staff?
No 205 625 116 78.9 89 492
Yes 123 375 31 211 92 50.8

*p<.001
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Table 31 Women Inmates’ Perceptions of Staff VVerbal Messages by Time Served-5yrs

Total 5 Years or >5 Years
Less
Num % Num % Num %
Have you heard officers talk
about rape?
No 110 85.3 78 886 32 780
Yes 19 147 10 114 9 220
*Do you know cases of inmates
reporting rape to an officer?
No 84 718 67 83.8 17 459
Yes 33  28.2 13 16.3 20 541
Do you know cases of officers
and inmates having sex?
No 44 291 35 350 9 176
Yes 107 70.9 65 65.0 42 824
Do you know cases of officers
raping inmates?
No 123 87.2 83 883 40 851
Yes 18 128 11 117 7 149
Do inmates ever say they got
raped just to play staff?
No 63 4838 43  50.6 20 455
Yes 66 51.2 42 494 24 545

*p<.001

Staff Influence on Sexual Conduct and Institution Practices of Social Control

“I am not so sure that they specifically try to prevent rape. There is a real high

degree of control. You are never without direct line of sight supervision. Other
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places I have been, there are anonymous kite boxes. | don’t know. | don’t know if

there is a specific way they prevent rapes from happening.”

Table 32 shows data on six management issues. First, 30.0 percent of men and
46.1 percent of women reported that transfer resolves sexual pressure. Second, 44.4
percent of men and 77.0 percent of women reported protective custody an effective
resolution to sexual pressure.

“[Administration] do take them [rapists] out if they catch them, they’ll lock them

up. The administration will do something with a dude like that.”
Third, 13.3 percent of men and 24.2 percent of women reported that rape guidelines were
not posted on bulletin boards. Fourth, 29.8 of men and 36.0 percent of women reported
that “the correctional system,” or the nature of a correctional agency or institution, can
protect them from rape.

“[Rape] doesn’t happen here. No one can prevent it but theyself, CO’s can’t

watch you all day they can’t hold your hand if it’s gonna happen it’s gonna

happen.”

““A technique officers use to prevent rape [in women’s prisons] is to put women
officers with all men officers; they never have just men; men can’t do everything
and go everywhere.”

Fifth, 49.3 percent of men and 74.4 percent of women reported that officers try to prevent
inmate sexual affairs. Sixth, 60.0 percent of men and 67.2 percent of women reported

that officers try to prevent rape.
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“[Rape’s] not even a threat no more, if it did happen the officers would stop it,
the majority would. In the end, yeah. | don’t think we have [officers] that would

ignore it.”

“No, I don’t think they think [rape is] a problem, they see the same thing that we
do. They see how these women portray themselves. Officers are like shit that’s on
you, you probably had it coming.”

Table 32 Inmates’ Perceptions of Management Responses by Gender

Total Men Women
Num % Num % Num %
Does inmate transfer solve
problems of sexual pressure?
No 281  65.7 219 70.0 62 53.9
Yes 147 343 94  30.0 53 46.1
*1f an inmate is pressured for
sex and goes to protective
custody are they safe?
No 196  46.8 170  55.6 26 230
Yes 223 532 136 444 87 770
Avre rape guidelines posted on
bulletin boards?
No 297 839 228  86.7 69 75.8
Yes 57 161 35 133 22 2472
Can the system protect you
from rape?
No 238 68.6 181 70.2 57  64.0
Yes 109 314 77 298 32 360
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*Do officers try to prevent sex?

No 213 438 179  50.7 34 256

Yes 273  56.2 174 493 99 744
Do officers try to prevent rape?

No 167  38.0 128  40.0 39 3238

Yes 272 62.0 192 60.0 80 67.2
*p<.001

Table 33 data show men’s perceptions of six management issues on sentences of

less and more than five years. First, men inmates’ perception on the effective use of

transfer and protective custody increases beyond from years served to 30.8 percent from

29.1 percent and 45.6 percent from 43.1 percent, respectively. Second, men’s perception

of posted rape guidelines on bulletin boards decreased to 11.6 percent from 14.9 percent.

Men’s perception of the system’s ability to protect them from rape increased to 31.5

percent from 28.2 percent. Men’s perception of officers trying to prevent inmate sexual

affairs and rape increased to 50.3 percent from 48.1 percent and 62.6 percent from 56.8

percent.

Table 33 Men Inmates’ Perceptions of Management Responses by Time Served-5yrs

Total 5 Years or >5 Years
Less
Num % Num % Num %
Does inmate transfer solve
problems of sexual pressure?
No 219 70.0 100 70.9 119 69.2
Yes 94  30.0 41 291 53 308
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If an inmate is pressured for sex
and goes to protective custody

are they safe?

No 170  55.6 78 56.9 92 544
Yes 136 444 59 431 77 456
Avre rape guidelines posted on
bulletin boards?
No 228  86.7 114 851 114 884
Yes 35 133 20 149 15 116
Can the system protect you
from rape?
No 181 70.2 94 718 87 685
Yes 77 29.8 37 282 40 315
Do officers try to prevent sex?
No 179  50.7 82 519 97  49.7
Yes 174 493 76  48.1 98 50.3
Do officers try to prevent rape?
No 128  40.0 63 43.2 65 374
Yes 192 60.0 83 56.8 109 62.6

Table 34 data show women’s perceptions of six management issues on sentences of

less and more than five years. First, women inmates’ perception on the effective use of

transfer and protective custody increases beyond from years served to 51.4 percent from

43.8 percent and to 68.6 percent down from 80.8 percent, respectively. Second, women’s

perception of rape guidelines not posted on bulletin boards increased to 34.6 percent from

20.0 percent. Women’s perception of the system’s ability to protect them from rape

increased slightly to 36.0 percent from 35.6 percent. Women'’s perception of officers
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trying to prevent inmate sexual affairs and rape increased to 73.2 percent from 75.0
percent and 71.1 percent from 65.4 percent.

Table 34 Women Inmates’ Perceptions of Management Responses by Time Served-5yrs

Total 5 Years or >5 Years
Less
Num % Num % Num %
Does inmate transfer solve
problems of sexual pressure?
No 62 539 45  56.3 17  48.6
Yes 53 46.1 35 438 18 514
If an inmate is pressured for sex
and goes to protective custody
are they safe?
No 26 23.0 15 192 11 314
Yes 87 77.0 63 808 24 68.6
Avre rape guidelines posted on
bulletin boards?
No 69 758 52 80.0 17 654
Yes 22  24.2 13 20.0 9 346
Can the system protect you
from rape?
No 57 64.0 41 641 16 64.0
Yes 32 36.0 23 359 9 36.0
Do officers try to prevent sex?
No 34 256 23 25.0 11  26.8
Yes 99 744 69 75.0 30 732
Do officers try to prevent rape?
No 39 3238 28 34.6 11 289
Yes 80 67.2 53 654 27 711
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Table 35 shows men’s perceptions of six management issues on sentences of less
and more than 10 years. First, men perception on the effective use of transfer and
protective custody increased to 30.8 percent from 29.1 percent and 45.6 percent from
43.1 percent on sentences of less and more than 10 years, respectively. Second, men’s
perception of rape guidelines not posted on bulletin boards decreased to 11.6 percent
from 14.9 percent. Third, men’s perception of the system’s ability to protect them from
rape increased slightly to 31.5 percent from 28.2 percent. “Everything is the prison’s
fault. They blame their behavior and their thoughts on the prison system. A lot of men
here don’t have remorse, you hardly hear that someone is sorry. They don’t say, oh man
I messed up.” It is hardly ever heard here.” Men’s perception of officers trying to
prevent inmate sexual affairs and rape increased to 50.3 percent from 56.8 percent and

62.6 percent from 56.8 percent.

Table 35 Men Inmates’ Perceptions of Management by Time Served-10yrs

Total <10 Years 10+ Years
Num % Num % Num %
Does inmate transfer solve
problems of sexual pressure?
No 219 70.0 100 70.9 119 69.2
Yes 94 30.0 41 291 53 30.8
If an inmate is pressured for sex
and goes to protective custody
are they safe?
No 170 55.6 78  56.9 92 544
Yes 136 444 59 431 77  45.6
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Avre rape guidelines posted on

bulletin boards?

No 228  86.7 114 851 114 884
Yes 35 133 20 149 15 116
Can the system protect you
from rape?
No 181 70.2 94 718 87 685
Yes 77 29.8 37 282 40 315

Do officers try to prevent sex?

No 179  50.7 82 519 97 497

Yes 174 493 76 48.1 98 50.3

Do officers try to prevent rape?

No 128  40.0 63 432 65 374

Yes 192 60.0 83 56.8 109 626

Table 36 data shows women inmates’ perception of six management issues on
sentences of less and more than 10 years. First, women’s use of the effective use of
transfer to cope with sexual pressure increase to 50.0 percent from 45.1 percent after 10
years served. Second, women perception of protective custody to handle sexual pressure
decreased to 66.7 percent from 79.8 percent after 10 years served. Third, women’s
perception of posted rape guidelines increased to 38.9 percent from 20.5 percent after 10
years. Fourth, women’s percentage that the correctional system could prevent rape
decreased slightly to 35.3 percent 36.1 percent after 10 years. Fifth, women’s percentage
that officers try to prevent inmates’ sexual affairs decreased to 63.3 percent from 77.7
percent after 10 years. Sixth, women’s perception that officers try to prevent inmate rape

increased slightly to 33.3 percent from 32.6 percent after 10 years.

This document is a research report submitted to the U.S. Department of Justice. This report has not
been published by the Department. Opinions or points of view expressed are those of the author(s)
and do not necessarily reflect the official position or policies of the U.S. Department of Justice.



228

Table 36 Women Inmates’ Perceptions of Management by Time Served-10yrs

Total <10 Years 10+ Years
Num % Num % Num %
Does inmate transfer solve
problems of sexual pressure?
No 62 53.9 50 54.9 12 50.0
Yes 53 46.1 41 45.1 12 50.0
If an inmate is pressured for sex
are they safe in protective
custody?
No 26 23.0 18 20.2 8 33.3
Yes 87 77.0 71 79.8 16 66.7
Are rape guidelines posted on
bulletin boards?
No 69 75.8 58 79.5 11 61.1
Yes 22 24.2 15 20.5 7 38.9
Can the system protect you from
rape?
No 57 64.0 46 63.9 11 64.7
Yes 32 36.0 26 36.1 6 35.3
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Do officers try to prevent sex?

No 34 25.6 23 22.3 11 36.7

Yes 99 74.4 80 7.7 19 63.3
Do officers try to prevent rape?

No 39 32.8 30 32.6 9 333

Yes 80 67.2 62 67.4 18 66.7

Visualizations of Inmates’ Perceptions of Key Management Issues

“[Pressed for sex?] Depends. Some [officers] might laugh in their face or

might bring them down to the warden and major.

Clemmer’s theory of supra-individual culture posits that inmates’ perceptions of
management’s attempts to improve institutional safety are unlikely to occur rapidly or at
all, to any significant degree. Cultural attitudes, beliefs, and perceptions change slowly.
Seventy years of prison culture and sex culture research has cited repeatedly a core array
of findings about prison culture and inmates’ sexual behavior. Inmates’ too have
reported similar beliefs and attitudes about prison sexual behavior over decades of
research. Such findings offered by both inmates and researchers support Clemmer’s
theory of supra-individual culture.

Inmates’ subjective impressions of prison sexual violence are lodged in inmate
culture. These impressions are transmitted to generation after generation of inmates. It
seems that ‘new’ information slowly enters inmates’ trans-generational cultural system.
If institution culture changes with safety innovations, inmate culture has no mechanism to

test the difference between “real” and “reported” information in verbal messages. Thus,
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